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The ability of the nervous system to retain, manipulate and use visual 
information which is no longer present in the external environment contributes 
to intelligent behaviour. A new approach to studying visual working memory 
has led to re-evaluation of the nature of its limitations in keeping with a finite 
memory resource which is flexibly distributed across space according to 
attentional priority.  
Using a novel behavioural paradigm to study visual working memory precision 
for sequentially presented items, I demonstrate how the resolution with which 
healthy subjects recall simple objects changes dynamically with each new item 
in the sequence. Stochastic modelling of the distribution of responses suggested 
that memory for earlier objects in the sequence was especially prone to failure 
in integration of visual features, such as orientation and colour, into complete 
objects.  
Next, I examined how memory precision was affected by attentional selection 
according to the relative behavioural relevance of objects in a sequence, and 
explored the limitations in this filtering process and their relationship with 
performance on standard measures of memory and intelligence. 
The role of updating of non-spatial visual working memory across time was 
then examined in patients with visual neglect following right hemisphere 
stroke, revealing a profound non-spatial impairment in WM and its voluntary 
attentional control in neglect, when compared to stroke patients without 
neglect and healthy control subjects. Lesion analysis identified separable 
neural correlates of these deficits. 
Dopaminergic activity in the prefrontal cortex and basal ganglia has a pivotal 
and complex role in mediating and controlling working memory and attentional 
processes. In a randomised, double-blind, placebo controlled study, employing a 
replicated ABA N-of-1 randomised design, I tested the hypothesis that the 
dopamine agonist rotigotine improves visual neglect following right-
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hemisphere stroke. Rotigotine was associated with significant improvement in 
visual search, an effect that appears to have been mediated by an enhancement 
of selective, goal-directed attention. 
The medial temporal lobe (MTL) has an established role in supporting long-
term memory processes, but its involvement in working memory has been 
debated recently. I studied visual working memory for sequentially presentated 
objects in four patients with MTL lesions and found that short-term memory 
can be compromised in such individuals. 
Overall, this thesis explores how visual working memory is updated 
dynamically across time according to attentional priority in health, how these 
processes are affected in patients with visual neglect following right 
hemisphere stroke and in those with medial temporal lesions, and how a 
dopamine agonist might ameliorate visual neglect by modulating selective 
attention. The thesis concludes with a brief discussion suggesting further 
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1.1 The concept of visual working memory 
 
In Hesiod's Theogony, Mnemosyne, the embodiment of memory, gives birth to 
the Muses; a poetic symbolism on the significance of memory for human 
creativity (Athanassakis, 2004). We can appreciate intuitively the importance 
of memory in the behaviour of humans and other animals: perception, action, 
and, indeed, survival, often depend on the ability of the nervous system to store 
information which no longer exists in the external environment. However, 
understanding the cognitive mechanisms and neural substrate of memory has 
proved less intuitive, and remains a central question in cognitive neuroscience
Once, in his first term, Cartwright had been bold enough to ask him why 
he was clever, what exercises he did to keep his brain fit. Healey had 
laughed. 
“It's memory, Cartwright, old dear. Memory, the mother of the Muses... 
at least that's what thingummy said.” 
“Who?” 
“You know, what's his name, Greek poet chap. Wrote the Theogony... 
what was he called? Begins with an 'H'.” 
“Homer?” 
“No, dear. Not Homer, the other one. No, it's gone. Anyway. Memory, 
that's the key.” 
 
The Liar, Stephen Fry  
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since the emergence of the field (Milner et al., 1998).  
Inspired by studies on focal lesion patients showing selective memory 
impairments (Scoville and Milner, 1957; Baddeley and Warrington, 1970; 
Shallice and Warrington, 1970) and also taking into account findings from 
behavioural experiments on healthy subjects (Sperling, 1960, 1963; Phillips, 
1974), early cognitive models attempted to parcellate memory into dissociable 
components. In an influential model, Atkinson and Shiffrin (1968), suggested 
memory consists of multiple stores: sensory memory, a passive, high-fidelity 
system which keeps information for up to a few hundred milliseconds, short-
term memory (STM), which can hold a strictly limited amount of information 
for up to a few seconds, and long-term memory (LTM), in which an 
immeasurably large quantity of data can be stored, sometimes for a lifetime.  
Working memory (WM) refers to the temporary retention of information when 
it is no longer present as sensory experience and to its manipulation and use in 
guiding behaviour (Postle, 2006; Baddeley, 2007; D’Esposito, 2007). The term 
was introduced to emphasise that information within short-term memory is 
actively maintained, and used to inform goal-directed action (Miller et al., 
1960; Baddeley, 2003, 2007). Baddeley and Hitch (1974) proposed a tripartite 
model that has dominated the concept of WM. According to these authors, WM 
is a distinct cognitive system, consisting of three components: the central 
executive, the phonological loop, and the visuo-spatial sketchpad. The latter 
two components are considered as subsidiary systems under the control of the 
central executive. A further component, the episodic buffer, was added more 
recently (Baddeley, 2000). The need for a system with multiple parts was based 
on experiments where concurrent tasks disrupted WM within the same 
component, for example, repeating a word during a verbal WM task impaired 
performance (Baddeley et al., 1975), while two tasks from different domains did 
not interfere with each other (Repovš and Baddeley, 2006).  
In contrast to this modular view of WM, other authors emphasised the close 
relationship of WM with attention and LTM (Cowan, 1999; Awh and Jonides, 
2001; Awh et al., 2006). Cowan (1988, 1999) put forward an embedded 
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processes model, according to which WM is organised in multiple embedded 
levels. The first level consists of LTM representations that are activated; there 
is no limit to the number of representations at this level. The second level is 
called the focus of attention, and this is regarded as capacity limited and able 
to hold approximately up to four representations (Cowan, 1999).  
The present thesis focuses on visual working memory (VWM), i.e. WM for 
visually perceived, non-verbal material, without necessarily considering it as 
an independent, self-contained system, but adopting the view that the cognitive 
and neural overlap between memory systems and their relationship with 
attention and executive control are empirical questions. VWM refers to the 
retention of visual information for a few seconds, so that it can be used in the 
service of ongoing cognitive tasks (Luck, 2008). VWM is maintained across eye 
movements and blinks, and it may have an important role in preserving 
continuity across these interruptions (Bays and Husain, 2007; Luck and 
Hollingworth, 2008). The term visual short-term memory (VSTM) has been 
used by some authors to describe the visual storage component of WM (Alvarez 
and Cavanagh, 2004; Todd and Marois, 2004; Luck, 2008). VSTM and VWM 
will be used interchangeably in this thesis, with preference to the latter term.  
In this chapter I will attempt to delineate the concept of VWM by considering 
some key questions that stimulate ongoing research. First, how do the contents 
of VWM constrain its capacity limits? Second, does binding of visual features, 
such as colour and shape, into integrated objects, place any constraints on 
VWM? Third, how does goal-directed attentional control modulate VWM? 
Fourth, how is VWM maintained and updated across time? Finally, I will 
review selected neural data which have been crucial in shaping current 
understanding of VWM, and are pertinent to the empirical work on focal lesion 
patients presented in Chapters 4 to 6 of this thesis. 
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1.2 Capacity and resolution limits in visual working memory 
 
Perhaps the most characteristic property of VWM is its limited capacity 
(Baddeley, 2003; Cowan, 2005). Defining these capacity limits is important in 
order to understand the cognitive mechanisms of VWM and the constraints 
that these place on neural models of VWM. This line of research has wider 
implications, given the strong correlation of VWM capacity measures with 
general fluid intelligence (Conway et al., 2003; Jaeggi et al., 2008), and its role 
in many neurological and psychiatric disorders (Park et al., 2003; Silver et al., 
2003; Mehta et al., 2004a; Malhotra et al., 2005). The nature of VWM capacity 
limits has been an area of intense debate recently (Bays and Husain, 2008; 
Zhang and Luck, 2008; Bays et al., 2009). In the following paragraphs, I will 
review the key evidence that has informed this debate.   
 
1.2.1 Item-limit theory of VWM  
Early studies on the capacity of short-term memory used brief displays 
containing alphanumeric characters, which subjects had to report back from 
memory (Sperling, 1960). These studies showed a typical capacity limit of 4 to 5 
characters, but it is not clear whether these were stored visually or verbally. 
Phillips (1974) examined memory across brief presentations using purely 
visual, non-verbal stimuli: matrices of varying complexity, consisting of 
different numbers of randomly arranged filled and unfilled squares were briefly 
displayed, subjects were asked to memorise them, and report whether the 
memorised matrix was the same or different to a probe one. These experiments 
provided evidence for two distinct visual memory processes: a fragile, high-
fidelity system of sensory memory, which is disturbed by visual masking, now 
known as iconic memory (Di Lollo, 1977; Coltheart, 1980), and VWM, a more 
durable system, the limited capacity of which was demonstrated by a 
decrement in performance for matrices larger than 4x4 squares (Phillips, 
1974).  
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The sequential comparison procedure introduced by Phillips evolved into the 
standard way of studying VWM subsequently (Pashler, 1988; Luck and Vogel, 
1997; Vogel et al., 2001; Luck, 2008). Luck and Vogel (1997) used a similar 
design, known as change detection task (Figure 1.1A): an array with a varying 
number of coloured squares was briefly displayed, followed by a probe array, 
which could either be the same, or contain a change in the colour of one of the 
squares. Subjects were asked to make a simple judgement from memory on 
whether the test and probe arrays were the same or different. Detection 
remained close to 100% for arrays of few (1-3) items, and it declined sharply 
when set size exceeded 4 items. Critically, the same item limit was observed 
not only in memory for single features, including colour and orientation, but 
also for items consisting of conjunctions of two features, i.e. orientation + colour 
in arrays of coloured bars, and colour + colour in arrays of composite, two-
colour squares. Therefore, these authors suggested, VWM is limited by the 
number of objects that it can hold, but not necessarily by the number of 
features of these objects (Luck and Vogel, 1997; Vogel et al., 2001).  
A widely used empirical calculation of VWM capacity based on change 
detection tasks was introduced by Pashler (1988) and further developed by 
Cowan (2001). This approach assumes that if a subject can hold K items in 
memory from an array of S items, then the item that changed should be 
remembered on K/S trials, leading to correct performance on K/S of the trials 
on which an item changed. To correct for guessing, this calculation takes into 
account the false alarm rate. Therefore, this estimate of the object limit in 
VWM, known as Cowan's K, is calculated as follows:  
K = S (H - F), 
where K is the memory capacity, S is the set size of the array, H is the observed 
hit rate and F is the false alarm rate (Cowan, 2001). Alternative approaches of 
measuring VWM have been proposed more recently (Wilken and Ma, 2004; 
Bays and Husain, 2008; Morey, 2011).  







Figure 1.1: Different approaches in examining VWM: a change detection task 
(A) and a continuous report task (B).  
In an example of a typical change-detection task (A), an array with a varying 
number of coloured squares is briefly displayed, followed by a probe array. 
Subjects are required to make a judgement from memory on whether the test 
and probe arrays were the same or different. Adapted from Luck and Vogel 
(1997).  
In this example of a continuous report task (B), during testing subjects are 
required to choose from memory the precise colour of one of the items from the 
test array from a continuous colour space Adapted from Bays et al. (2009).  
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Alvarez and Cavanagh (2004) used Cowan's K on change detection tasks to 
determine VWM capacity for different objects of varying complexity (coloured 
squares, line drawings, Chinese letters, random polygons, shaded cubes). They 
estimated VWM capacity to about 4 items for simple objects but, interestingly, 
capacity was reduced to about two items for more complex figures. Accordingly, 
these authors suggested that VWM is limited both by the number of objects 
and their complexity (Alvarez and Cavanagh, 2004). In contrast, Awh et al. 
(2007) saw this conclusion as an interpretational pitfall rather than a true 
reflection of VWM limits. These authors argued that increasing complexity 
does not pose a limit on VWM, but it enhances the similarity of target items to 
distractors, therefore making the comparison between memorised and 
presented items more difficult. They observed that even within complex objects, 
a cross-category change (for example, from Chinese letters to random polygons; 
both complex but dissimilar objects) could be as easily detected as within 
simple objects. This was interpreted as evidence that VWM is solely limited by 
number of objects, regardless of their complexity (Awh et al., 2007). 
In conclusion, several authors consider VWM as being limited by the maximum 
number of objects that can be remembered. This school of thought sees VWM 
as containing a fixed number of quantized 'slots' (Zhang and Luck, 2008) or 
'chunks' (Cowan, 2005) which accommodate a finite, small, number of objects, 
usually estimated around 4 (Cowan, 2001). Two important predictions stem 
from this theory: first, once this capacity limit is reached, no information on 
any additional objects can be kept in VWM, and second, all objects within WM 
are expected to be remembered with equal, and perfect, resolution.  
 
1.2.2 VWM as a flexibly shared resource 
In change detection tasks, subjects are asked to make a binary decision; that is, 
to detect a change that either is or is not present in the probe array. An 
alternative approach in studying VWM was put forward by Wilken and Ma 
(2004), and further elaborated by Bays and Husain (2008). These authors used 
discrimination or continuous report tasks, in which subjects memorised arrays 
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of items, just as in a change detection task. Crucially however, on responding, 
these tasks provided an estimate of how accurately items were remembered, 
either by comparing the correct feature value with the subject's selection from 
a continuous feature space (continuous report), for example a colour wheel 
(Wilken and Ma, 2004; Bays et al., 2009; Figure 1.1B), or by asking subjects to 
make a two-alternative forced choice on the direction in which the probe item 
had been displaced or rotated in comparison to a memorised item, while the 
magnitude of this change varied probabilistically according to responses 
(discrimination; Bays and Husain, 2008). This approach enabled the 
measurement of VWM resolution, or precision, determined by the reciprocal of 
the standard deviation (1/σ) of responses (Bays and Husain 2008). In other 
words, precision is a measure of the degree to which responses cluster around 
the correct feature value (Bays et al., 2011b). Therefore, rather than estimating 
whether an object is remembered or not, this technique provided for the first 
time an estimate on how precisely it is remembered. 
The results from these experiments were in stark contrast to the predictions of 
the item-limit model of VWM. Bays and Husain (2008) demonstrated that the 
precision with which visual items were remembered decreased with increasing 
numbers even at the smallest set sizes, (from one to two items). However, if 
VWM was limited by number of items, discrimination performance would be 
expected to decline only once the limiting number of items had been exceeded. 
Bays and Husain (2008) did not find a discontinuity beyond the supposed 4-
item limit; instead, the relationship between precision and set size was well 
described by a power law: P∝Rk, where R is resources available to encode an 
item, P the precision with which it is remembered, and k a constant. These 
authors also showed that targets of eye movements, or covert shifts of 
attention, were recalled with enhanced precision, at the expense of precision for 
other items. These results were incompatible with an item-limit in VWM; they 
were more in keeping with a limited VWM resource, shared across items 
flexibly, with attended items being allocated the lion's share (Bays and Husain, 
2008).  
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Proponents of the 'slot' model of VWM offered a revised version of the item-
limit theory of VWM to take results from such recall tasks into consideration. 
Zhang and Luck (2008) proposed a 'slot + averaging model' whereby VWM has 
a small number of discrete, fixed-resolution representations, which however, 
when operating below capacity limits, can 'double-up' to store a small number 
of items with enhanced precision (Zhang and Luck, 2008). In other words, this 
model suggests that VWM resources are discrete, quantized, but if needed they 
can be pooled together to store, for example, an attended item with higher 
resolution. This model is virtually indistinguishable from a pure flexible 
resources one when operating below maximum capacity, but when the 
maximum number of slots is reached, the predictions of the two models are 
expected to diverge.  
Zhang and Luck (2008a) applied a mixture model to subjects' responses, 
consisting of two components: the probability that an item was present in 
memory, with a Gaussian component around the target value, plus a uniform 
(random) component, corresponding to the cases when the item was not in 
memory, and subjects were responding randomly. Results from this model 
analysis showed a steep decrease in the probability that an item was present in 
memory beyond 4 items, which was interpreted as indicating that the object-
limit of 4 items had been breached.  
Bays et al. (2009) replicated the same colour VWM task, but used VWM 
precision for their analysis, a direct measure of VWM which does not make 
assumptions on the distribution of responses. In contrast to Zhang and Luck, 
these authors found no such discontinuity for up to 6 items (Bays et al., 2009). 
Instead, the relationship of precision and number of items was well described 
by a power law, as demonstrated previously in Bays and Husain (2008).  
Further evidence informing this debate will be examined in the following 
section, in the context of feature binding and its role in VWM.   
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1.3 The binding problem in visual working memory  
 
In the early stages of visual processing, basic visual features are extracted and 
processed in parallel. For example orientation and colour are coded by discrete 
channels at the level of the primary visual cortex (Hubel and Wiesel, 1959; 
Livingstone and Hubel, 1984, 1988; Zeki, 1993). Logically, the inverse problem 
arises: how are simple visual features, such as orientation and colour, 
combined, bound together, to form objects in visual perception (Zeki, 1993)? 
Furthermore, what constraints does this integration of features place on VWM?  
 
1.3.1 Feature integration theory  
Treisman and Gelade (1980) proposed an influential model of such a binding 
process in visual perception, known as feature integration theory (FIT). 
According to this theory, analysis of the visual world into basic features occurs 
at a pre-attentive stage, early during visual perception. This is followed by a 
second, focused attention stage, in which individual features of objects are 
combined to create integrated objects. This stage requires cognitive resources 
that subserve selection of some items at a cost to others, and such selection was 
proposed to occur within a 'master map' of all the locations in which features 
have been detected, with each location in the master map having access to the 
multiple feature maps (Treisman and Gelade, 1980). Support to this theory was 
offered by several lines of experimental evidence (for a review, see: Treisman, 
1999), including the observation of illusory conjunctions when focused 
attention is prevented (Treisman and Schmidt, 1982; Treisman and Paterson, 
1984; Wolfe and Cave, 1999), an illusory conjunction being a binding error in 
which a feature of one object is seen as characterizing another - for example, 
the presentation of a green X and a red O might yield the illusory percept of a 
red X or green O (Treisman, 1996).  
Single case studies on patients with focal lesions provided important insights 
in the neural substrate of such binding processes. Illusory conjuctions were 
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much more common on the affected (right) side of space in a patient with a left 
sided posterior parietal lesion (Cohen and Rafal, 1991). Another patient with 
bilateral posterior parietal lesions manifested a striking inability in correctly 
binding shapes with their colours (Robertson and Treisman, 1995). In keeping 
with these results, fMRI experiments in healthy subjects showed that posterior 
parietal regions involved in spatial attention were active in response to feature 
conjunctions when multiple objects were present simultaneously in the scene 
(Shafritz et al., 2002).  
In contrast, other studies suggested that successful feature binding need not 
engage the posterior parietal cortex. For example, in a fMRI study, Nobre et al. 
(2003) manipulated the requirement to integrate visual features in a visual 
search task, and found that while there was a close correlation between visual 
search efficiency and fMRI signal in the intraparietal sulcus and the superior 
parietal lobule, feature binding during efficient search did not engage parietal 
regions. Data from patients with right parietal lesions also suggested that this 
brain region is not necessary for effective feature binding during visual search, 
but instead it might contribute to shifting attention effectively to new locations 
in such tasks (Ashbridge et al., 1999).  
Regardless of the controversies on the localisation of the brain correlates of 
feature integration at the mesoscopic level, a pervasive hypothesis suggests 
that, at the cellular level, feature integration is mediated by temporally 
correlated activity in neurons coding different visual features (Singer and Gray, 
1995). It has been suggested that feature integration might be mediated by 
such phase synchrony among neuronal oscillations within, but also between 
brain regions (Usher and Donnelly, 1998; Rodriguez et al., 1999; Palanca and 
DeAngelis, 2005). For example, it can be plausibly hypothesised that oscillatory 
phase synchronisation between occipital, posterior parietal, and temporal 
cortical areas might mediate conjunction of an object's location with other 
visual features (Tallon-Baudry and Bertrand, 1999).  
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1.3.2 Feature integration within VWM 
FIT was proposed for visual perception, but an analogous problem arises also 
for VWM. Specifically, from a cognitive perspective, a critical question is 
whether maintaining bound representations in VWM requires the same or a 
different amount of memory and / or attentional resources as memory for 
individual features.  
As already mentioned, Luck and Vogel (1997) found no difference in terms of 
VWM capacity in arrays of simple coloured squares and in arrays of squares 
containing feature combinations, suggesting there was no added cost for 
remembering objects with multiple features. In contrast, Wheeler and 
Treisman (2002) came to different conclusions in a series of similar change-
detection experiments. They found that VWM capacity for three composite two-
coloured objects (i.e., six colours for three objects) was identical to that for six 
objects with one feature each, and that memory capacity for three objects with 
one feature each was higher than in both of the previous conditions. This 
suggests a cost in VWM resources for maintaining bound representations 
(Wheeler and Treisman, 2002).  
These authors examined the binding costs further by comparing feature 
binding across different dimensions with memory for single features. In the 
critical binding trials, participants had to remember specific combinations of 
features in order to make a correct selection. Performance in the binding 
condition was lower than in the single feature condition, but, interestingly, this 
effect was modulated by the way memory was tested. If at test the whole 
display with all objects was shown, VWM performance in the binding condition 
was lower than in the single feature condition. However, when only one object 
was presented as test stimulus, memory for the correct feature combination 
was as good as memory for the single feature that had the lowest memory 
performance. VWM for single features was not influenced by this manipulation 
(Wheeler and Treisman, 2002). 
Furthermore, Treisman and Zhang (2006) found that, even when location was 
task irrelevant, memory for bound features was strongly impaired if an object 
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changed its (irrelevant) location, whereas single feature memory was 
influenced only minimally by location changes. Woodman and Vogel (2008), 
however, proposed that binding within VWM is not generally obligatory but 
depends on task requirements, as they found it was possible to store 
voluntarily a single attribute of an object without necessarily keeping all of its 
remaining features in VWM.  
 
1.3.3 Attentional requirements of feature binding within VWM 
Based on these results, Wheeler and Treisman proposed a framework which 
assumed that feature values from different dimensions are stored in parallel, 
each in its own dimension-specific space. They suggested that there is 
competition for a limited VWM resource within each of those dimensions, but 
not between dimensions. Binding information is additionally maintained if 
required by the task, and these authors proposed that this incurs no cost in 
terms of memory resources, but it depends on other limited attentional 
resources, and anything that competes for these would interfere with binding 
memory performance (Wheeler and Treisman, 2002).  
Subsequent studies examining these proposals further present us with a 
complex picture. Allen et al. (2006b, 2009) found that attention-demanding 
secondary tasks, such as backward counting, did not influence memory for 
colour-shape conjunctions more than for individual features, as long as the 
items were simultaneously presented. Gajewski and Brockmole (2006) came to 
a similar conclusion by applying an exogenous cue during maintenance of 
bound features that should distract attention; although the cue was efficient, 
as it enhanced memory at target locations, it did not selectively impair 
conjunctions.  
In contrast, multiple object tracking, another attention-demanding task, 
disrupted VWM for colour-shape conjunctions above and beyond any 
impairment to VWM for object features, and this impairment was larger when 
stimuli were presented at different locations (Fougnie and Marois, 2009). Other 
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studies also demonstrated selective impairment of feature binding in WM when 
attention was engaged (Elsley and Parmentier, 2009; Brown and Brockmole, 
2010). Furthermore, although as mentioned, Allen et al. (2006b) did not find 
attentional distraction impaired binding for simultaneously presented items, 
interestingly, they showed that binding was selectively impaired in a task 
using sequential presentation (Allen et al., 2006b).  
Therefore, the problem of attentional requirements in feature integration 
within VWM remains unresolved. Some aspects of this question are examined 
further in the empirical chapters of this thesis.  
 
1.3.4 VWM precision taking into account feature integration  
As discussed earlier (Paragraph 1.2.2), Zhang and Luck (2008) proposed a 'slot 
+ averaging' item-limit model of VWM based on a colour report task. In their 
paradigm, following a brief display containing a variable number of coloured 
squares at random locations, subjects were asked to indicate the colour value 
(on a circular colour space) of one of one of the squares (specified by location) 
from memory. In their analysis, they used a mixture model which considered 
two possible sources of error on each trial: Gaussian variability in memory for 
the target colour, and a fixed probability of uniformly distributed responses due 
to guessing at random. This model can be described as follows:  
 
where   is the true colour value of the target item, ˆ  the colour reported by 
the subject, φσ is the circular analogue of the Gaussian distribution with mean 
zero and standard deviation σ, and γ is the proportion of the trials where the 
subject responds at random (Zhang and Luck, 2008; as replicated in: Bays et 
al., 2009).  
As mentioned, this model analysis conflicted with a more direct analysis on the 
same task by Bays et al. (2009) based on VWM precision. Bays et al. (2009) also 
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re-examined the problem but also taking feature binding into consideration. 
According to these authors, one important parameter had been overlooked in 
the previous model by Zhang and Luck: error in the dimension that was cued, 
in this case, location. Therefore, in addition to Gaussian variability in memory 
for the target colour and a probability of responding randomly, there was 
additional uncertainty in the cued dimension, or a probability that subjects 
might mistakenly bind the colour of a non-target with the target location. 
Therefore, they proposed an additional term, describing this probability of 
misbinding, to the model by Zhang and Luck (2008), as follows: 
 
where, as before,   is the true colour value of the target item, ˆ  the colour 
reported by the subject, φσ is the circular analogue of the Gaussian distribution 
with mean zero and standard deviation σ, and γ is the proportion of the trials 
where the subject responds at random. The probability of mistakenly reporting 
a non-target item is given by β, and {θ*1, θ*2, ..., θ*m} are the colour values of the 
m non-target items (Bays et al., 2009).  
This analysis revealed that misbinding errors accounted for a significant 
proportion of the loss of precision, higher as the number of non-target items 
increased - about 10% of responses for 4 item arrays, and as high as 30% of 
responses for 6 items (Bays et al., 2009). As orientations of non-targets were 
selected randomly, these non-target responses would simply have been 
(mis)classified under the uniform (random) component by the model proposed 
by Zhang and Luck (2008), thereby overestimating random responses. 
Therefore, the steep increase in random responses found by Zhang and Luck 
(2008) was largely accounted for by uncertainty in the cued dimension, or 
misbinding, by Bays et al., (2009).  
Taking this approach a step further, Bays et al. (2011b) introduced a task in 
which two visual dimensions were probed at the same time. On each trial, 
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subjects were asked to memorise an array of coloured bars, each with a random 
colour and orientation. A single probe item was then presented at one of the 
locations from the preceding memory array, and subjects were asked to adjust 
both its orientation and its colour to match the features of the target item that 
had been presented at the same location in the memory array. As previously 
(Bays et al., 2009), these authors identified a significant proportion of 
misbinding in both dimensions, as the number of items increased (Bays et al., 
2011b).  
Crucially, this design gave the possibility to test whether errors in one feature 
dimension were independent to errors in the other tested dimension or whether 
errors between feature dimensions were correlated. Interestingly, the results 
revealed that VWM errors were strongly independent across dimensions. This 
is incompatible with an integrated-object hypothesis (Luck and Vogel, 1997), as 
in that case an object’s features would always be remembered together, and 
therefore errors between feature dimensions sould be strongly correlated. The 
absence of such a correlation in Bays et al. (2011b) leaves two possibilities: 
either selection of a limited number of features for storage occurred 
independently in each feature dimension, or all the features in each array were 
stored in memory, albeit with less than perfect precision. The first hypothesis, 
however, seemed inconsistent with current models of attentional selection 
(Treisman and Gelade, 1980; Posner et al., 1982; Desimone and Duncan, 1995), 
therefore Bays et al. (2011b) concluded that all perceived visual features were 
stored, but as memory load increased, the fidelity with which they were 
represented declined, while, in parallel, the frequency with which 
independently stored features were incorrectly combined, increased (Bays et 
al., 2011b). 
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1.4 Goal-directed attentional modulation of VWM 
 
As we saw in section 1.2, the amount of information that can be kept in VWM 
is very limited. In a world inundated by visual information, attentional 
selection of the stimuli that might be behaviourally important for storage in 
VWM, and suppression of less important ones, becomes therefore immediately 
relevant (Desimone and Duncan, 1995). Behavioural priority is often 
determined by the visual salience of the stimuli, for example a large, bright 
object against a dark background might attract more attention than a smaller, 
darker object. This stimulus-driven process is commonly referred to as bottom-
up attention. Attention is often also goal-directed, selecting visual stimuli that 
are relevant to the task at hand, as for example when searching for a familiar 
face in a crowd; this mode of attention is known as top-down (Driver, 2001; 
Corbetta and Shulman, 2002; Theeuwes, 2010; Chun et al., 2011). Attention 
and VWM are closely interrelated, or even, according to some authors, 
overlapping processes, cognitively, as well as neurally (LaBar et al., 1999; Awh 
and Jonides, 2001; Corbetta et al., 2002; Awh et al., 2006; Chun and Turk-
Browne, 2007; Mayer et al., 2007). The rapport between attention and VWM is 
bidirectional: attention can determine the contents of VWM, and in turn, the 
contents of VWM can bias attentional selection (Desimone, 1996; De Fockert et 
al., 2001; Lavie and De Fockert, 2005; Soto et al., 2005, 2007, 2008; Olivers et 
al., 2011).  
In the following paragraphs I will focus on how goal-directed attention can 
guide VWM, and this question will be addressed further in the experimental 
part of this thesis.  
 
1.4.1 Selective attentional filtering into and within VWM 
In an influential and widely replicated experiment, Posner et al. (1978) 
demonstrated that directing attention to a location by using a predictive cue –
an arrow indicating that location– shortened reaction time (RT) for stimuli 
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which appeared subsequently in these cued locations. Conversely, RT was 
prolonged for items displayed in contralateral, 'uncued' locations, away from 
the focus of attention (Posner et al., 1978; Posner, 1980). It has been repeatedly 
demonstrated since that stimuli in attended locations are processed more 
rapidly and more accurately than those in unattended locations (Prinzmetal et 
al., 1986; Henderson, 1996; Cheal and Gregory, 1997).  
Spatial cues not only enhance perceptual performance, but also VWM. Schmidt 
et al. (2002) found that both involuntary –bottom-up– and voluntary –top-
down– orienting of attention to spatial locations enhanced VWM accuracy for 
items appearing in these locations subsequently. Converging evidence comes 
from several studies showing that memory for location in a variety of VWM 
tasks was adversely affected by shifts of spatial attention (Smyth and Scholey, 
1994; Smyth, 1996; Awh et al., 1998, 2006; Awh and Jonides, 2001). 
Griffin and Nobre (2003) took the concept of cueing a step further. They 
demonstrated that VWM was enhanced to a similar magnitude by predictive 
spatial cues which appeared retrospectively, after the stimuli had been encoded 
in WM and were no longer visible. Therefore, spatial attention is not only 
important in selecting items which will be subsequently encoded in VWM, but 
also influences processing of already encoded, internal representations within 
VWM (Griffin and Nobre, 2003). Such retro-cues have been shown to enhance 
VWM accuracy in several subsequent change detection experiments (Lepsien 
and Nobre, 2007; Makovski and Jiang, 2007; Makovski et al., 2008; Astle et al., 
2009, 2012; Sligte et al., 2010; Lepsien et al., 2011).  
Pertzov et al. (2012a) studied the temporal dynamics of attention directed to 
internal VWM representations using retrospective cues in a continuous report 
task, which allows measurement of VWM precision. They found that, while in 
the absence of selective attention VWM precision decreased with time, retro-
cues protected memory for attended items from temporal degradation, but with 
a corresponding cost for the precision of the remaining, uncued items, which 
were more rapidly forgotten (Pertzov et al., 2012a). These results suggest that, 
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remarkably, dynamic redistribution of VWM resources according to attentional 
priority continues long after perceptual processing and encoding are completed.  
 
1.4.2 Non-spatial goal-directed attentional selection in VWM 
Selective attention can also operate in a non-spatial manner. In a classic study, 
Rock and Gutman (1981) displayed spatially overlapping abstract shapes of 
different colours, and asked subjects to attend to only one of the colours. 
Memory was significantly worse for shapes of the non-attended colour, even 
though they were at the same location as the attended objects (Rock and 
Gutman, 1981). Several subsequent studies confirmed that goal-directed 
attention to object features or categories, irrespective of spatial location, can 
enhance VWM. For example, Rutman et al. (2010) displayed faces and scenes, 
overlaid at the same location and asked subjects to either remember one of 
these stimulus categories, or to view passively. VWM performance was 
predicted well by an electro-encephalographic (EEG) measure of the efficiency 
of top-down attentional modulation (Rutman et al., 2010). Similarly, VWM 
performance depended on effective goal-directed attentional selection of a 
visual feature (colour or motion direction) by suppressing successfully the 
irrelevant feature (Zanto and Gazzaley, 2009).  
Non-spatial attention can also be allocated retrospectively: cueing previously 
presented faces or scenes led to improved memory for the cued category 
(Lepsien and Nobre, 2007). Non-spatial (colour) retro-cues were just as 
advantageous as spatial ones in maintaining the accuracy of VWM 
representations across time (Pertzov et al., 2012a).  
 
1.4.3 Attentional filtering ability determines VWM performance 
Selective, goal-directed attention can therefore modulate the distribution of 
VWM resources flexibly and dynamically. However, the contents of VWM are 
not entirely under volitional control; for example, in a series of cueing tasks, 
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distracting items 'intruded' upon the contents of VWM even when they were 
task-irrelevant (Olson et al., 2008). Individual and developmental differences 
in attentional control have been shown to determine VWM performance (Astle 
and Scerif, 2011). Vogel et al. (2005) used contralateral delay activity as an 
EEG measure of top-down attentional filtering to examine how individual 
limits in the ability to exclude distracting information from memory determine 
VWM capacity. They found that high capacity individuals are much more 
efficient at selecting and maintaining only the task-relevant items in VWM. In 
contrast, low capacity individuals unselectively encoded and maintained 
information about both relevant and irrelevant items (Vogel et al., 2005).  
An important question is whether enhancement of task-relevant information 
and suppression of distracting, irrelevant stimuli, are dissociable processes. 
Gazzaley et al. (2005a) attempted to establish the neural signatures of both 
processes by comparing active selection or active suppression of stimulus 
categories (faces or scenes), with a neutral, passive viewing condition, using 
both EEG and fMRI. Using these measures to compare attentional filtering 
between young subjects and healthy older individuals with lower VWM 
performance, these authors found that the ability to suppress irrelevant 
information decreases with normal aging, while the ability to enhance task-
relevant memories remains unaffected (Gazzaley et al., 2005b, 2008), 
suggesting that top-down enhancement and suppression in VWM might be 
dissociable. 
In conclusion, the distribution of both spatial and non-spatial VWM resources 
is determined by goal-directed attention. This process seems to be highly 
dynamic, and can influence the contents of VWM even after encoding is 
completed. Neural measures of top-down attentional selection suggest that 
VWM capacity and accuracy might be primarily determined by the ability to 
filter irrelevant information out of VWM, rather than by enhancing relevant 
information.  
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1.5 Visual working memory across time 
 
Most of the studies reviewed so far, and indeed, most of the previous work on 
VWM, examined memory for static displays. However, the visual environment 
is dynamic, constantly changing across time: through body and eye movements 
and alterations in the environment, information is often presented to the visual 
system in sequence. Therefore, VWM has to be constantly updated to 
accommodate old and new information according to behavioural priority. In this 
section, I will review previous studies on serial order effects in VWM, as well as 
relevant experimental work on the temporal properties of VWM.  
 
1.5.1 Serial order effects in VWM 
Considerable experimental and theoretical effort has been made to characterise 
memory for lists of words, non-words, syllables or letters (e.g. Baddeley et al., 
1975; Lee and Estes, 1977; Hartley and Houghton, 1996; Burgess and Hitch, 
1999, 2006; Logie et al., 2000; Henson et al., 2003). However serial WM has 
been much less well studied in the visual domain and observations from verbal 
WM do not automatically extend to VWM (Baddeley, 2007). The effects of 
recency –memory being more accurate for more recent items– and primacy –
memory being more accurate for the first few items in a list– are typically 
observed  in the verbal domain, producing a characteristic U-shaped curve 
when accuracy of recall is plotted against serial order (Henson et al., 2003).  
These effects have been also examined in serial VWM, with variable outcomes. 
Phillips and Christie (1977) presented sequences of patterns of filled and 
unfilled squares, and then tested WM for each of the patterns in the sequence 
in reverse order (last pattern displayed was tested first) using a change 
detection task. They found that memory for the last item shown was much 
more accurate than for previous items, which were all remembered with
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similar accuracy. This one-item recency effect was dissimilar to the recency 
effect observed in verbal WM, where it typically extends to several items before 
the last (Henson et al., 2003). No primacy effect was observed. Furthermore, 
Phillips and Christie (1977) found that WM accuracy for the last item was 
adversely affected by 3s of mental arithmetic, or unfilled delays of at least 10s, 
while WM for previous items was unaffected by these manipulations – however, 
performance for the previous items was already very low (accuracy close to 
60%), therefore this might represent a floor effect, and this observation was not 
replicated subsequently (Broadbent and Broadbent, 1981; Avons, 1998). Based 
on these results, Phillips & Christie (1977), proposed a model which postulates 
two distinct forms of visual memory representation. Previously viewed items 
generate an internal representation which Phillips and Christie termed stable 
long-term visual memory. In contrast, the most recent item is held in a fragile, 
but more accurate, short-term visual memory store with a capacity limited to a 
single item.  
Later work suggested that serial order effects might depend on the mode of 
testing. Avons (1998) followed a very similar experimental procedure to that of 
Phillips and Christie (1977) to examine whether different modes of probing had 
an impact on serial order effects. When a two-alternative forced choice 
paradigm was used to test WM for each item in the sequence, but in a forward, 
rather than backward order, no primacy or recency effects were noted (Avons, 
1998). In another variant, participants were presented on testing with all the 
items that had been displayed in the sequence and they were asked to indicate 
each item's serial order starting from the first one. This mode of testing 
produced yet another pattern of results: a primacy effect which extended 
further than a single item, and a recency effect which was confined to a single 
item (Avons, 1998). This was replicated in a subsequent study on sequences of 
faces using the same mode of testing. Smyth et al. (2005) displayed pictures of 
unfamiliar faces one at a time, then presented the complete set at test and 
asked for serial reconstruction of the order of presentation. Again, multiple-
item primacy and one-item recency was observed (Smyth et al., 2005). 
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Therefore, serial order effects in VWM seem to depend upon the mode of 
testing, rather than the type of stimuli used.  
The temporal properties of sequentially presented stimuli might also determine 
recency and primacy in VWM. Wright et al. (1985) tested recognition memory 
for sequences of pictures in humans, macaque monkeys, and pigeons. Both 
recency and primacy effects were observed in all three species, but the 
magnitude of each effect depended on the length of the retention time interval 
between the last item and the probe. When the probe appeared shortly after 
the last item, there was a significant multiple-item recency effect, with no 
primacy effect observed. As the retention interval became longer, the recency 
effect attenuated gradually and gave its place to a primacy effect; following a 
30s retention interval, WM accuracy was characterised by significant multiple-
item primacy, but no recency effect (Wright et al., 1985).  
These findings were replicated in a subsequent study that tested VWM of 
sequentially presented abstract figures in humans (Neath, 1993). Neath (1993) 
introduced the concept of distinctiveness to explain serial order effects, initially 
based solely on the temporal relationships between items, and proposed that 
more recent items in a sequence are temporally more distinct. This model 
accounted well for the author's results, as well as for those of Wright et al. 
(1985), however subsequent data did not fit well (Kerr et al., 1999). The concept 
of distinctiveness was later refined in a proposed model –Scale Invariant 
Memory, Perception and Learning (SIMPLE)– which took into account both 
temporal distinctiveness and visual similarity between items to explain serial 
order functions (Brown et al., 2002; Neath and Brown, 2006; Neath et al., 2006; 
Hay et al., 2007). 
Other studies examined the role of spatial overlap between serially presented 
items. Broadbent and Broadbent (1981) studied VWM for serially presented 
complex figures consisting of random combinations of abstract shapes (lines, 
dots, arrows). VWM was tested at the end of each sequence with a two-
alternative forced choice between one of the items that had appeared in the 
sequence and one that had not. A clear recency effect, with no primacy, was 
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observed in a condition where all the figures were presented serially at the 
same location. Unlike Phillips and Christie (1977) recency was not confined to 
the last item, but it extended to previous items, an observation which was 
replicated in a further study using a similar mode of testing (Johnson and 
Miles, 2009). Critically, Broadbent and Broadbent (1981) observed that when 
items were presented serially, but each at a different location, there was no 
significant recency effect, and overall WM accuracy improved in comparison to 
presentation at the same location (Broadbent and Broadbent, 1981). Note that 
eye movements were not controlled in this study and subjects were free to 
fixate items. Therefore spatial overlap in this case concerned an external 
(spatiotopic), rather than retinotopic, frame of reference.  
It has been proposed that spatial organisation, configuration of stimuli in 
space, is critical in explaining improved memory for items presented at 
different locations (Jiang et al., 2000; Blalock and Clegg, 2010). Subsequent 
studies explored the observation that memory for the same number of items is 
more accurate when they are presented simultaneously, rather than 
sequentially (Allen et al., 2006b; Alvarez and Thompson, 2009; Blalock and 
Clegg, 2010). Blalock and Clegg (2010) compared simultaneous presentation 
with the same number of items presented sequentially in different locations, 
and still found a disadvantage in sequential presentation in WM accuracy, even 
though items did not overlap spatially. These authors suggested that 
information for spatial organisation –the relationship between items' spatial 
coordinates– is incompletely encoded in sequential presentation (Blalock and 
Clegg, 2010). 
 An alternative, but not necessarily contradictory, explanation was offered by 
Allen et al. (2006b). These authors found that although VWM for integrated 
objects with multiple features was worse in sequential presentation, this was 
not the case for memory for single features. They suggested that binding 
between visual features, especially for items early in the sequence, is fragile 
and susceptible to overwriting from subsequent visual information (Allen et al., 
2006b).The difficulty in maintaining integrated representations of objects long 
enough to form a global representation might explain the lower WM 
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performance for sequential versus simultaneous presentations in Blalock and 
Clegg (2010). 
Finally, an important common observation in several studies using different 
display and probing techniques, is that the dominant error patterns were 
transpositions of items adjacent in serial order (e.g. Smyth and Scholey, 1996; 
Henson et al., 2003; Smyth et al., 2005). If we consider serial order as one of 
the features of an object, to which other visual features can be associated, in 
order to form a spatiotemporal continuity in VWM, then these transposition 
errors might be considered as a specific case of misbinding. Clearly, the 
maintenance and updating of feature integration across time is a complex issue 
which warrants further investigation. 
 
1.5.2 Temporal properties of VWM 
Several studies have examined the time course of visual information transfer 
from multiple item displays into VWM. In these experiments, a number of 
objects were simultaneously displayed for a set time interval, after which 
encoding into VWM was halted by visual masking (Breitmeyer, 1984). Using 
change detection paradigms to probe VWM as a function of time, it was found 
that encoding became slower with increasing number of items (Shibuya and 
Bundesen, 1988; Duncan et al., 1994; Vogel et al., 2006). According to one 
hypothesis, this finding might represent a serial process, whereby items are 
encoded one at a time (Hoffman, 1979; Wolfe, 1994; Chun and Potter, 1995). 
Alternatively, it could reflect a parallel process during which multiple items are 
encoded into WM simultaneously at a rate determined by total stimulus load 
(Shibuya and Bundesen, 1988; Bays et al., 2011a). 
In contrast to previous change detection experiments which adopted a binary 
approach whereby each object was considered to be either perfectly encoded in 
memory or not remembered at all, Bays et al. (2011a) quantified how precisely 
items were encoded as a function of time. These authors investigated the 
temporal evolution of VWM precision, based on observers' ability to reproduce 
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the orientations of a varying number objects presented for varying durations. 
They found that VWM resolution increased with time of exposure for all items, 
in parallel, until it reached a maximum precision. Precision as a function of 
exposure time, P(t), was well described by an exponential equation, similar to 




where Pmax, the maximum precision which will be attained after a sufficient 
amount of time, and τ, the rate of encoding, are both determined by the number 
of items to be encoded. Furthermore, cuing individual items within the array 
revealed flexible reallocation of VWM resources, increasing the resolution of 
recall for visually salient or behaviourally important items at the cost of 
reduced precision for lower priority items (Bays et al., 2011a). 
Once encoded, information can maintained within VWM only for a limited 
amount of time (Posner and Keele, 1967). Forgetting is the opposite side of the 
temporal characteristics of VWM, and recent studies have examined the 
properties and potential mechanisms of this process. Zhang and Luck (2009) 
used a continuous report task, introduced in a previous study by the same 
authors (Zhang and Luck, 2008; reviewed in Paragraph 1.2.2), to examine the 
effects of variable retention intervals on VWM. They concluded that loss of 
information in VWM with time is not gradual, but sudden; VWM 
representations may be retained for several seconds with little or no loss of 
precision, but that they may terminate suddenly and completely during this 
period (Zhang and Luck, 2009). As in their previous work (Zhang and Luck, 
2008), this result was based on model estimates of two parameters: the 
probability that an item was stored in memory, and the precision with which it 
was remembered. 
Using a similar report task, (Pertzov et al., 2012b) examined forgetting in 
VWM taking also into account the probability of misbinding between visual 
features of different objects, across variable time intervals. These authors 
found that while single items could be maintained in memory with high 
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fidelity, additional objects degraded each other's representation with time. 
Crucially, this was explained to a significant extent by failures in binding, as 
evidenced by increasing report of features of non-probed items. In keeping with 
the results of Allen et al. (2006b), these authors found that single features were 
robustly maintained across time, but the association between different features 
belonging to an object was fragile and increasingly vulnerable to degradation 
and forgetting (Pertzov et al., 2012b). This failure in feature integration with 
time might offer a potential mechanism for the 'sudden death' in VWM 
described by Zhang and Luck (2009). 
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1.6 Neural correlates of VWM 
 
There is great wealth of data on the brain correlates of VWM from human and 
animal neuroimaging, electrophysiology, neuropharmacology and lesion studies 
(Goldman-Rakic, 1995; Smith and Jonides, 1997; Ellis and Nathan, 2001; 
Postle, 2006; D’Esposito, 2007). An exhaustive review is beyond the scope of 
this chapter. Rather, I will focus on selected studies which are particularly 
relevant to the experimental parts of this thesis.  
 
1.6.1 VWM at the systems level 
Lateral prefrontal cortex 
A widely replicated finding from single neurone recordings in behaving non-
human primates is that cells within the lateral prefrontal cortex show 
sustained activation during the retention period in tasks that require the 
animal to keep information in memory over a brief interval (Kubota and Niki, 
1971; Kojima and Goldman-Rakic, 1982; Funahashi et al., 1989, 1990; 
Funahashi and Kubota, 1994; Miller et al., 1996). Many of these experiments 
employed oculomotor delayed response tasks, where the animal was presented 
with a visual stimulus on a screen, and then, following a brief delay period, it 
was required to make a voluntary saccade from memory (Joseph and Barone, 
1987; Compte et al., 2003).  
Functional imaging studies in humans using similar delayed response tasks 
have produced converging evidence: they consistently demonstrated sustained 
prefrontal cortical activity during the memory period, bridging the stimulus 
cue with its contingent response (D’Esposito et al., 2000; Postle et al., 2000; 
Curtis and D’Esposito, 2003; Curtis et al., 2004).  Further evidence for the 
necessity of the prefrontal cortex in maintaining task relevant representations 
in WM has been provided by selective lesion studies in monkeys, which 
revealed spatially selective impairment on delayed response tasks, in keeping 
with 'mnemonic scotomas' when parts of the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex were 
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lesioned (Bauer and Fuster, 1976; Funahashi et al., 1993). A recent lesion study 
in stroke patients with lateral prefrontal lesions has demonstrated similar 
spatially selective VWM deficits (Voytek and Knight, 2010). 
While there is ample evidence for a role of the lateral prefrontal cortex in 
VWM, there is also active debate on the specific contributions of its anatomic 
subdivisions in different components of WM tasks. Some authors proposed a 
dorsal-ventral dichotomy within the prefrontal cortex, with the dorsolateral 
prefrontal cortex being responsible for processing spatial information, while the 
ventrolateral prefrontal cortex is involved in mnemonic representation of object 
identity (Wilson et al., 1993; Courtney et al., 1996; Rao et al., 1997; Sala et al., 
2003; Ventre-Dominey et al., 2005). Other researchers suggested that different 
anatomical subdivisions of the prefrontal cortex are involved in different 
cognitive processes related to WM (D’Esposito et al., 1999a; Petrides et al., 
2002; Petrides, 2005). More specifically, enhanced activity in the dorsolateral 
prefrontal cortex may be related to active monitoring, manipulation and 
restructuring of mnemonic information: updating of information, reordering, 
and resolving interference within WM have all been associated with activity in 
that area (D’Esposito et al., 1999b; Rypma and D’Esposito, 1999; Jonides et al., 
2002; Curtis and D’Esposito, 2003; Leung and Zhang, 2004). Interestingly, 
activity in the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex was particularly related to 
processing serial order information (Ninokura et al., 2004; Amiez and Petrides, 
2007). Activity in the ventrolateral prefrontal cortex, on the other hand, has 
been more closely associated with retrieval and goal-directed attentional 
selection in VWM (Owen and Evans, 1996; Jonides et al., 2002; Badre and 
Wagner, 2007; Cadoret and Petrides, 2007; Champod and Petrides, 2007; Dove 
et al., 2008). 
The prefrontal cortex has therefore an essential and multifaceted role in 
supporting cognitive operations related to VWM. However it is in no way 
sufficient or independent in doing so. Rather, there is increasing evidence for a 
widespread network of areas implicated in WM functions, including prefrontal, 
posterior parietal, medial and inferior temporal,  early sensory, and subcortical 
areas (Awh and Jonides, 2001; Pasternak and Greenlee, 2005; Ranganath and 
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D’Esposito, 2005; Postle, 2006; D’Esposito, 2007; Simons and Mayes, 2008). In 
the following paragraphs, I will review some of the key evidence on the 
involvement of these brain regions in VWM, and on proposed interactions 
between them. 
A very influential model of visual perception posits the existence of two distinct 
but interacting systems in the brain: a dorsal stream, extending from primary 
visual to posterior parietal areas, which is proposed to subserve encoding of 
spatial location or to support visually guided action, and a ventral stream from 
early visual areas to the inferior temporal lobe, which is suggested to have a 
role in object identification (Mishkin et al., 1983; Goodale and Milner, 1992). 
Perhaps reflecting the close link of WM with perception and action, the role of 
the posterior parietal and temporal cortices in VWM has been considered by 
many authors in the context of an analogous dorsal - ventral dichotomy (e.g. 
Courtney et al., 1996). While this framework has stimulated extensive 
experimental work, the parietal and inferior / medial temporal cortices appear 
to have a complex involvement in VWM, extending beyond a dorsal - ventral 
dichotomy.  
Posterior parietal areas 
Single unit recordings from the macaque posterior parietal cortex have shown 
delay activity during a memory saccade task on the lateral bank of the 
intraparietal sulcus (area LIP) (Gnadt and Andersen, 1988). Neuronal activity 
in areas 7a and LIP has been associated with memory of location 
(Constantinidis and Steinmetz, 1996; Pesaran et al., 2002) and motion 
direction (Ferrera et al., 1994) over brief delays. Interestingly, the pattern of 
this delay activity in the posterior parietal cortex matched almost exactly the 
pattern of neuronal firing in the lateral prefrontal cortex during the same task 
(Chafee and Goldman-Rakic, 1998), and in turn, inactivation of each of these 
areas with cooling greatly diminished memory delay activity in the other 
(Chafee and Goldman-Rakic, 2000). These results suggest a close relationship 
between posterior parietal and lateral prefrontal areas during VWM 
maintenance.  
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Functional imaging in humans also provided evidence for enhanced posterior 
parietal activity during VWM maintenance of spatial information (Courtney et 
al., 1996; Pessoa et al., 2002). Furthermore, Todd and Marois found that fMRI 
signal change in the posterior parietal cortex during a spatial memory task 
correlated strongly with the number of items accurately maintained in VWM 
and predicted individual differences in memory capacity (Todd and Marois, 
2004, 2005). Xu and Chun (2006) took these observations further, by proposing 
a functional segregation in the way anatomical subsets of the posterior parietal 
cortex support VWM. Based on fMRI signal within the posterior parietal cortex 
during a series of VWM tasks in which they manipulated both the number of 
objects to be remembered and their complexity, they suggested that activity in 
the inferior intraparietal  sulcus was related to maintaining spatial attention 
over a fixed number of objects at different spatial locations, whereas the 
superior intraparietal  sulcus and the lateral occipital complex encoded and 
maintained a variable subset of the attended objects, depending on their 
complexity (Xu and Chun, 2006). 
Posterior parietal activation was also noted during non-spatial WM tasks. For 
example, enhanced activity in the supramarginal gyrus was reported in fMRI 
studies using the n-back task, where a sequence of stimuli is presented at 
fixation and subjects are required to respond when an item matches one that 
was presented n items before (Cohen et al., 1997; Owen et al., 2005). Such 
studies also illustrate the interplay between frontal and parietal areas which 
tend to follow closely each other's pattern of activity (Cohen et al., 1997).  
Visual neglect and VWM 
A complex picture on the role of the posterior parietal cortex in VWM emerges 
from focal lesion patient studies. Patients with right posterior parietal damage 
often manifest visual neglect, a striking difficulty to acknowledge or respond to 
people or objects to the left even in the absence of a primary sensory deficit 
(Heilman and Valenstein, 1979; Mesulam, 1981, 1999; Stone and Greenwood, 
1991; Driver and Mattingley, 1998; Parton et al., 2004). Neglect is typically 
caused by extensive cerebral damage due to right hemisphere stroke affecting 
the right posterior and inferior parietal lobe, including the angular gyrus 
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(Heilman et al., 1983; Vallar and Perani, 1986; Vallar, 2001; Mort et al., 2003; 
Gillebert et al., 2011; Vandenberghe et al., 2012). However, there is no simple 
association between neglect and a single brain region, and the syndrome can 
also result from focal lesions which do not involve the posterior parietal cortex 
– for example from strokes affecting the right inferior frontal lobe (Husain and 
Kennard, 1996), subcortical structures such as the basal ganglia and thalamus 
(Damasio et al., 1980; Cambier et al., 1982; Karnath et al., 2002), or the medial 
temporal lobe (Mort et al., 2003).  
Rather than being a unitary disorder, neglect consists of several component 
deficits, which are not necessarily specific to the syndrome, but in combination 
contribute to exacerbate its severity (Stone et al., 1998; Parton et al., 2004; 
Bartolomeo, 2007). Neglect can cause spatial biases at the personal, peri-
personal, and extra-personal frame of reference, and even in representational 
space during mental imagery (Bisiach and Luzzatti, 1978; Pouget and Driver, 
2000). Independently of sensory awareness, it can result in a directional motor 
bias away from the contralesional side, causing difficulty in initiating leftward 
eye or hand movements (Laplane and Degos, 1983; Mattingley et al., 1998; 
Husain et al., 2000).  
Deficits in VWM have been recognised as important components of visual 
neglect (Husain and Rorden, 2003). Pioneering work by De Renzi et al. (1977) 
demonstrated impaired performance in patients with right-sided posterior 
lesions on the Corsi blocks task, a spatial WM test. Subsequent studies have 
revealed multiple deficits in VWM in neglect patients, including impairments 
in transaccadic memory (Husain et al., 2001), spatial memory (Mannan et al., 
2005; Parton et al., 2006) and non-lateralised spatial memory (Malhotra et al., 
2005). VWM for spatial information, but not for object identity, was found to be 
impaired in patients with right posterior parietal damage and neglect (Pisella 
et al., 2004). In contrast, in two separate patient groups with right-sided 
(Berryhill and Olson, 2008a) and bilateral posterior parietal lesions (Berryhill 
and Olson, 2008b), without clinically detectable visual neglect, profound 
impairments were found on several tasks involving VWM for location, object 
identity (including a sequential task), and object/spatial conjunctions.  
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VWM deficits in visual neglect, including impairment in updating of VWM 
across time, will be examined further in the empirical part of this thesis 
(Chapters 4 and 5).   
Inferior and medial temporal areas 
The role of the temporal neocortex in LTM processes is supported by a vast 
amount of human and animal data (for a review, see: Simons and Spiers, 2003). 
However, electrophysiology studies in non-human primates have shown that 
neurones in the inferior and medial temporal lobe also show persistent delay 
activity in tasks requiring VWM (Miyashita and Chang, 1988; Miller et al., 
1991, 1993; Nakamura and Kubota, 1995; Chelazzi et al., 1998; Petrides, 2000). 
In addition to delay activity, inferior temporal neurones exhibit match 
enhancement, an interesting phenomenon whereby neuronal activity is 
enhanced when the identity of an external visual stimulus matches that of a 
memorised object (Miller and Desimone, 1994).  
Human neuroimaging studies have also provided evidence for VWM related 
activity in the inferior temporal cortex (Courtney et al., 1997; Sala et al., 2003; 
Rämä and Courtney, 2005).  Furthermore, in keeping with electrophysiology 
studies demonstrating object-selective activity in temporal neurones 
(Miyashita and Chang, 1988; Miller et al., 1993; Nakamura and Kubota, 1995), 
human fMRI studies report VWM-related activity in category-selective areas, 
such the fusiform face area for faces and the parahippocampal place area for 
scenes or buildings (Druzgal and D’Esposito, 2003; Ranganath et al., 2004a, 
2004b).  
It has been suggested that medial temporal (MTL) structures, including the 
perirhinal, parahippocampal,  entorhinal areas and hippocampus, are vital for 
LTM, but not involved in WM (Squire and Zola-Morgan, 1991; Squire, 1992; 
Alvarez et al., 1994). However, this view of the medial temporal cortex and 
related structures is conflicting with evidence from lesion studies in monkeys 
and humans, which suggest that intact function in these areas is necessary in 
order to maintain representations of novel or complex objects even across short 
delays (Murray and Mishkin, 1986; Meunier et al., 1993; Eacott et al., 1994; 
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Hannula et al., 2006; Olson et al., 2006a, 2006b; Ezzyat and Olson, 2008; Finke 
et al., 2008). In keeping with these findings, functional imaging studies in 
humans and other primates have shown increased activity in the MTL during 
WM tasks with novel visual stimuli (Elliott and Dolan, 1999; Elliott et al., 
2000; Sybirska et al., 2000; Ranganath and D’Esposito, 2001; Stern et al., 
2001). This activity, specific to novel objects, was enhanced for items that were 
subsequently remembered successfully after a long delay (Schon et al., 2004; 
Ranganath et al., 2005a).  
It has long been recognised that MTL structures, and particularly the 
hippocampus, are important in associating separate pieces of information to 
form an relational representation in episodic and long-term memory 
(Eichenbaum, 1999, 2006). In patients with selective hippocampal damage, 
unimodal recognition of words, non-words, and faces, is relatively spared, as is 
memory for paired associations within modality (e.g. pairs of two non-words or 
two faces). This comes to stark contrast with a profound impairment in cross-
modal association in these patients, for example object-place and voice-face 
associations (Vargha-Khadem et al., 1997). This specific role of the 
hippocampus in relational memory has also been corroborated by animal 
studies (Aggleton and Brown, 1999). What is more, hippocampal lesions 
resulted to deficits in object location memory, even across short delays, when 
objects were considered from an external viewpoint, but not when they were 
seen from ones own perspective (Holdstock et al., 2000; King et al., 2002). This 
dissociation might relate to the role of the hippocampus in forming cross-modal 
associations, which are essential in the case of allocentric memory, but less so 
in the case of egocentric spatial memory. 
 More recent studies have proposed that MTL has also an important role in 
binding within VWM. A specific impairment in remembering associations 
between objects and their locations over brief delays was found in patients with 
extensive lesions, affecting the MTL (Olson et al., 2006b). Accordingly, fMRI 
studies in healthy volunteers have shown MTL activation in relation to 
successful maintenance of  object to location binding information in VWM 
(Piekema et al., 2006; Hannula and Ranganath, 2008). A further fMRI study 
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examined the role of MTL in binding objects to locations, but also in binding 
non-spatial features within objects (shape with colour), as well as in forming 
associations between different objects. Enhanced activity in the MTL was 
found in successful object-location binding, as well as in associations between 
different objects, but not in binding between non-spatial features within objects 
(Piekema et al., 2010). 
Early visual areas 
It has been proposed that high resolution representations in VWM are 
maintained through activation of early visual areas (Pasternak and Greenlee, 
2005). Direct recording from early sensory cortices showed memory-related 
activity in motion selective area MT in a task requiring VWM for motion 
(Bisley et al., 2004), although this signal had remarkably different temporal 
characteristics to the prolonged sustained delay activity in lateral prefrontal, 
posterior parietal, and inferior temporal areas (Bisley et al., 2004; Zaksas and 
Pasternak, 2006; Offen et al., 2009). Furthermore, an fMRI study employing a 
decoding analysis (Kamitani and Tong, 2005) of individual time points 
throughout the working memory delay period, found that activity in human 
visual areas V1-V4 predicted VWM for orientation (Harrison and Tong, 2009). 
Basal ganglia and attentional selection 
The control of access to VWM by selective goal-directed attention was discussed 
from a behavioural perspective in Section 1.4. McNab and Klingberg (2007) 
examined the neural correlates of this process using fMRI. They found that 
activity in the globus pallidus predicted the extent to which only relevant 
information was remembered. This filtering activity in the globus pallidus 
showed a strong positive correlation with VWM capacity, in keeping with 
previous results (Vogel et al., 2005), and it correlated negatively with posterior 
parietal activation, which the authors suggested might reflect unnecessary 
storage of distractors (McNab and Klingberg, 2007).  
Further evidence on the role of the basal ganglia in WM comes from patients 
with unilateral focal lesions in the basal ganglia, manifesting bilateral VWM 
impairments (Voytek and Knight, 2010). The role of dopaminergic striatal 
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projections to the prefrontal cortex, as well as of dopaminergic systems within 
the basal ganglia, in supporting WM processes, including attentional selection, 
will be examined in more detail in section 1.6.3, in the context of the action of 
dopamine on WM.  
VWM as a network property 
VWM therefore engages a complex network of widely distributed brain areas. 
Recent studies have attempted to characterise the functional connectivity 
between nodes of this network using EEG, Magneto-encephalography (MEG), 
and fMRI in healthy subjects (Babiloni et al., 2004; Gazzaley et al., 2004; 
Ranganath et al., 2005b; Hampson et al., 2006; Palva et al., 2010; Ginestet and 
Simmons, 2011; Zanto et al., 2011) and in patients,  in a variety of clinical 
conditions where breakdown of connectivity has been associated with VWM 
deficits (Grady et al., 2001; Meyer-Lindenberg et al., 2001; Glahn et al., 2005; 
Koshino et al., 2005; My-Van Au Duong et al., 2005; Micheloyannis et al., 2006; 
He et al., 2007; Vasic et al., 2009; Salvadore et al., 2010). 
In parallel, specific EEG and MEG signal properties which constrain 
interactions within this network, are increasingly characterised. For example, 
recent studies suggest that coherence of neuronal oscillations in different 
frequency ranges, including theta and gamma bands, are instrumental in 
determining interactions between the prefrontal cortex and early visual, 
posterior parietal and subcortical structures during VWM (Lee et al., 2005; 
Raghavachari et al., 2006; Palva et al., 2010; Engel and Fries, 2010; 
Benchenane et al., 2011). 
Therefore, VWM can be viewed as an emergent property of a complex, 
distributed, and highly adaptable network (Postle, 2006; D’Esposito, 2007), the 
characteristics of which are becoming increasingly understood. In the next 
section, I will focus on the role of the neurotransmitter dopamine in VWM, 
including insights gained from its pharmacological modulation. 
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1.6.2 Dopaminergic actions on VWM 
Several neurotransmitters, including acetylcholine, noradrenaline, glutamate 
and dopamine, have been implicated in WM processes (Lisman et al., 1998; 
Aultman and Moghaddam, 2001; Ellis and Nathan, 2001; Williams et al., 2002; 
Bentley et al., 2004; Hasselmo, 2006; Cools and D’Esposito, 2011; Husain and 
Mehta, 2011). Dopamine is of particular interest in this context, as its complex 
role in VWM in health and disease is becoming increasingly understood, and as 
it is emerging as a promising target for treatment of VWM deficits in several 
clinical conditions (Cools and Robbins, 2004; Husain and Mehta, 2011). 
The monoamine neurotransmitter dopamine is the endogenous ligand for five 
known types of dopamine receptors (D1 to D5). These are often subdivided in 
two families: D1-like (D1, D5) and D2-like (D2, D3, D4) (Girault and Greengard, 
2004). These are not uniformly distributed: there is a much higher 
concentration of D1 receptors in the prefrontal cortex, while D2 receptors are 
predominantly located in the striatum (Lidow et al., 1991; Hersch et al., 1995). 
The level of extracellular dopamine is modulated by two mechanisms: phasic 
and tonic dopamine release. Phasic dopamine release results from the activity 
of the dopamine-containing cells, characterized by irregular single spikes, as 
well as rapid bursts of several spikes in quick succession (Grace and Bunney, 
1984a, 1984b; Dreyer et al., 2010). Bursts of activity result in higher synaptic 
concentration of dopamine (Gonon, 1988). Tonic activity refers to the 
continuous background release of small amounts of dopamine, largely 
regulated by the activity of other neurones and by neurotransmitter reuptake 
(Dreyer et al., 2010).  Effects of dopamine on post-synaptic neuronal activity 
are variable and depend on the type of receptor and the interplay between the 
modes of release (tonic or phasic) (Dreyer et al., 2010). Generally speaking, D1-
like receptors have various effects, while D2-like receptors tend to have mainly 
inhibitory effects on post-synaptic neuronal activity (Girault and Greengard, 
2004). 
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Dopamine determines VWM performance 
Dopamine receptors, especially D1, are abundant in the prefrontal cortex 
(Lidow et al., 1991). This area receives diffuse ascending inputs from 
dopaminergic neurones in the ventral tegmental area of the midbrain, and 
these projections are known as the mesocortical pathway (Bannon and Roth, 
1983; Goldman-Rakic, 1992, 1995; Goldman-Rakic et al., 2000; Fuster, 2008). 
Given the well-recognised involvement of the prefrontal cortex in VWM 
processes, one can hypothesise that modulation of its dopaminergic 
environment might affect VWM performance. Indeed, a seminal study over 
forty years ago demonstrated that dopamine depletion in the prefrontal cortex 
of monkeys caused impairment in VWM, which was as severe as the VWM 
deficit in animals with complete ablation of the prefrontal cortex (Brozoski et 
al., 1979). Moreover, the VWM deficit in these animals with prefrontal 
dopamine depletion was reversed following treatment with a dopamine agonist 
(Brozoski et al., 1979; Arnsten et al., 1994).  
Several subsequent studies provided extensive evidence for the role of 
dopamine in WM, both in humans and in other animals. For example, 
administration of dopamine agonists, such as pergolide or bromocryptine led to 
improved WM performance in healthy volunteers (Luciana et al., 1992; 
Kimberg et al., 1997; Luciana and Collins, 1997; Mehta et al., 2001; Kimberg 
and D’Esposito, 2003). In turn, dopamine antagonists caused highly specific 
impairments on WM tasks (Sawaguchi et al., 1990; Mehta et al., 2004b). It is 
important to note that these effects were selective to WM function, and could 
not be attributed to non-specific changes in alertness or motor effects.  
However, it is becoming increasingly clear that the role of dopamine in VWM is 
highly complex, for several reasons (Cools and D’Esposito, 2011). First, 
dopaminergic effects on VWM are dose-dependent, and can range from 
impairment to improvement, according to dose. Second, there is great 
variability between individuals, often with opposing actions of dopamine on 
VWM in different individuals. Third, D1 and D2 receptor activity in the 
prefrontal cortex and striatum, respectively, have discrete and sometimes even 
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opposing roles in VWM. In the next paragraphs, I will review the evidence 
describing this complex relationship.  
Dose-dependent effects: an inverted-U shaped function 
Several animal studies suggested that optimal performance in WM tasks 
depends on optimal dopaminergic activity: either too little or too much D1 
receptor activity impaired WM performance (Sawaguchi et al., 1990; Arnsten et 
al., 1994; Cai and Arnsten, 1997; Zahrt et al., 1997; Seamans et al., 1998). 
Interestingly, it has been suggested that deficits resulting from excessive 
dopaminergic stimulation are qualitatively distinct from those due to 
insufficient stimulation: too little D1 activity has been associated with an 
increase in random responses, while too much might result to errors due to 
perseverative behaviour (Zahrt et al., 1997; Seamans et al., 1998; Floresco and 
Phillips, 2001). 
Dose-dependent effects of dopamine on the prefrontal cortex have been 
examined at the cellular level. In a pioneering study, Williams and Goldman-
Rakic (1995) used iontophoretic application of a D1 receptor antagonist to 
single neurones in the behaving monkeys, and demonstrated that the highly 
selective effect of the drug on delay period activity in the prefrontal cortex was 
remarkably dose-dependent. Combined evidence from this and further studies 
determined that there is an optimal range of dopamine function in the 
prefrontal cortex that is governed by an inverted-U shaped relationship 
between dopaminergic activity and of WM function (Cools and Robbins, 2004; 
Williams and Castner, 2006). A schematic representation of this relationship is 
given in Figure 1.2. Such inverted-U functions have also been observed in vivo, 
in neurophysiological data from alert behaving monkeys (Vijayraghavan et al., 
2007) and in neuropharmacological studies in humans (Apud et al., 2006; 
Roussos et al., 2009). 
Individual differences, baseline performance and baseline dopamine 
Several neuropharmacological studies have shown that the effects of 
dopaminergic drugs on WM are highly variable between individuals (Kimberg 
et al., 1997, 2001; Mattay et al., 2000; Kimberg and D’Esposito, 2003; Gibbs 
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and D’Esposito, 2005). Critically, this variability depends on individuals' 
baseline WM performance. Dopamine agonists generally improve WM 
performance in individuals with low capacity at baseline, but tend to worsen 
performance in individuals who already perform optimally off dopaminergic 
medication (Kimberg et al., 1997, 2001; Mattay et al., 2000; Kimberg and 
D’Esposito, 2003; Gibbs and D’Esposito, 2005; Frank and O’Reilly, 2006; Cools 
et al., 2007). This dependence on baseline performance has been observed for 
multiple WM processes, including retrieval (Gibbs and D’Esposito, 2005), 
updating (Frank and O’Reilly, 2006), and set shifting (Frank and O’Reilly, 
2006; Cools et al., 2007).  
What might be the mechanism behind these individual differences depending 
on baseline performance? There is evidence suggesting that baseline levels of 
dopamine might determine dopaminergic drug effects. For example, 
administration of a D1 antagonist impaired WM performance in young 
monkeys, but not in elderly monkeys with presumed D1 depletion. Accordingly, 
a D1 agonist improved performance in aged, but not in young monkeys 
(Arnsten et al., 1994). Similar baseline dependent effects have also been 





Figure 1.2: Dose-dependency of dopaminergic effects on WM.  
The relationship between WM performance and dopamine levels follows an 
inverted U-shaped function, where both too little and too much dopamine 
impairs performance. Optimal dopamine concentrations –determining optimal 
performance– may differ between individuals according to baseline dopamine 
levels. Therefore, equal doses of a supposed dopamine agonist (black arrows) 
may be beneficial for one individual's performance (in green) but detrimental 
for another's (in red).  Modified from Cools and Robbins (2004).  
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 observed in rodents (Floresco and Phillips, 2001; Chudasama and Robbins, 
2004; Phillips et al., 2004). 
Another line of evidence comes from human studies taking into account genetic 
factors that influence the metabolism of dopamine, such as polymorphisms in 
the Catechol-O-Methyltransferase (COMT) gene. COMT is an enzyme that 
breaks down dopamine in the synaptic cleft. Its activity is thought to have a 
greater impact on dopamine levels in the prefrontal cortex than in the 
striatum. This is because dopamine transporters, which are responsible for 
dopamine reuptake, are abundant in the striatum, but less prevalent in the 
prefrontal cortex, which relies more on COMT to remove dopamine from the 
synapse (Yavich et al., 2007). There are two recognised polymorphisms in the 
COMT gene: individuals with the Val polymorphism have high COMT activity 
and therefore are presumed to have relatively low baseline dopamine levels, 
and individuals with the Met polymorphism, have low COMT activity, and 
supposedly relatively high baseline dopamine (Chen et al., 2004).  
Individuals homozygous for the Met polymorphism were found to have less 
pronounced prefrontal fMRI activation during WM tasks than those 
homozygous for the Val polymorphism (Mattay et al., 2000; Mier et al., 2009). 
This decreased prefrontal activation is seen by some as representing 
optimisation of WM processing in the prefrontal cortex (Mattay et al., 2000, 
2003; Mehta et al., 2000; Cools et al., 2002; Cools and D’Esposito, 2011), and it 
is also observed in neurophysiological recordings (Vijayraghavan et al., 2007). 
Interestingly, when both groups were given dextroamphetamine or tolcapone, 
both of which increase dopamine levels, WM performance improved in Val, but 
not in Met participants, and prefrontal cortical activation increased in 
individuals with the Met polymorphism (Mattay et al., 2000; Apud et al., 2006; 
Roussos et al., 2009). 
More evidence on the role of baseline dopamine in determining drug response 
comes from studies using Positron Emission Tomography (PET), which enables 
quantification of dopamine synthesis in midbrain neurones. Individuals with 
low WM capacity had significantly lower dopamine synthesis capacity (as 
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quantified by PET) than those with high WM capacity (Cools et al., 2008). 
Furthemore, in elderly individuals, dopamine synthesis capacity predicted both 
WM performance and prefrontal activation during a WM task (Landau et al., 
2009). Cools et al. (2009) characterised this relationship between dopamine 
synthesis capacity and response to dopamine agonists more directly: they found 
that individuals with low striatal dopamine synthetic capacity, and low WM 
capacity, had a beneficial effect from the dopamine agonist bromocriptine, 
while WM performance was impaired by the same agent in those with high 
dopamine synthetic (and high WM) capacity. 
D1 versus D2 and prefrontal versus striatal activity 
As already discussed, the anatomical distribution of different types of 
dopamine receptors is not uniform: density of D1 receptors is up to 10-fold 
higher than that of D2 in the prefrontal cortex (Lidow et al., 1991), while D2 
receptors are predominantly located in the striatum (Hersch et al., 1995). An 
important observation, coming both from animal and human 
neuropharmacology studies, is that D1 and D2 receptor stimulation have 
disparate, at times even opposite, effects on WM (Sawaguchi et al., 1990; 
Schneider et al., 1994; Müller et al., 1998).  
For example, Müller et al. (1998) studied the effects of pergolide, a mixed D1/D2 
receptor agonist, and bromocriptine, a selective D2 receptor agonist, on a 
delayed response task, and found that pergolide, but not bromocriptine, 
facilitated VWM performance. Accordingly, several animal studies have 
demonstrated that modulation of D1, but not D2 receptor activity influences the 
delay period of WM tasks (Sawaguchi et al., 1990; Schneider et al., 1994; 
Castner et al., 2000; Castner and Goldman-Rakic, 2004).  
However, modulation of D2 receptor activity has also been shown to influence 
VWM (Luciana et al., 1992; Kimberg et al., 1997, 2001; Glickstein et al., 2002; 
Mehta et al., 2004b, 2005). Furthermore, there is evidence that D2 receptor 
activity affects VWM in a highly specific way. Examining the action of the D2 
receptor antagonist on VWM in a delayed response task, Mehta et al. (2004b) 
found that in addition to (and perhaps underlying) VWM impairment due to 
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the drug there was impaired set-shifting – the ability to flexibly disengage from 
an irrelevant task and engage with a task-relevant one. In contrast, the drug 
had also a protective effect against task-irrelevant distraction (Mehta et al., 
2004b). Cools et al. (2007) investigated how the D2 receptor agonist 
bromocriptine in a VWM task where subjects had to remember either faces or 
scenes over a brief delay, while ignoring congruent and incongruent distracting 
images. They found that bromocriptine improved flexible set-shifting between 
stimulus categories in individuals with low WM span but impaired flexible 
updating in high-span subjects. Furthermore, in low WM span subjects, 
bromocriptine significantly potentiated fMRI activation in the striatum (Cools 
et al., 2007). 
Another line of evidence on the role of dopaminergic activity, especially D2, in 
WM comes from patients with Parkinson's disease (PD). Neurodegeneration in 
the dopaminergic nigrostriatal pathway in PD is characterised by selective 
cognitive impairments, including deficits in WM and set-shifting, even in early 
stages of the disease (Owen et al., 1992, 1995; Fournet et al., 1996; Cools et al., 
2001; Gurvich et al., 2007). Impaired set-shifting ability in PD has been noted 
in a variety of tasks (Lees and Smith, 1983; Cools et al., 1984; Taylor et al., 
1986; Hayes et al., 1998). These deficits in PD may be qualitatively distinct 
from those noted in prefrontal focal lesions: for example, patients with frontal 
lobe damage were found to be impaired in their ability to shift attention from a 
previously relevant stimulus dimension, medicated PD patients had difficulty 
shifting to a previously irrelevant dimension, and non-medicated PD patients 
were impaired in both conditions (Owen et al., 1993).  
Based on these observations, some authors have proposed that D1 receptor 
activity in the prefrontal cortex and D2 receptor activity in the striatum might 
have qualitatively different, even opposing, but complementary actions (Cools 
and D’Esposito, 2011). According to this view, the prefrontal cortex is 
responsible for maintaining stable WM representations, while the striatum has 
a role in flexible updating of information in WM. In other words, while 
dopaminergic activity in the prefrontal cortex is important in maintaining WM 
representations across brief delays, striatal dopaminergic activity, modulated 
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principally by D2, rather than D1 receptor stimulation, might be important in 
updating these representations with new information. This model, therefore 
suggests a dynamic balance between stability and flexibility: high levels of D1 
activity in the prefrontal cortex would result to excessive stabilisation, which 
would lead to perseveration, while excessive D2 activity in the striatum would 
result to extreme flexibility, manifesting itself as distractibility (Cools and 
D’Esposito, 2011).  
In conclusion, dopaminergic activity plays an instrumental role in WM 
processes. Dopaminergic systems might therefore present good potential 
targets for new treatments aiming to improve cognition in clinical conditions 
characterised by deficits in WM and associated functions. However, as we saw, 
there are multiple levels of complexity in the way prefrontal and striatal 
dopaminergic systems determine WM processes, and in the way they are 
modulated by pharmacologic manipulation. Careful consideration of these 
factors should inform the design of future studies on neuropharmacological 
modulation of VWM.  
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1.7 Outline of the thesis 
This thesis consists of two interconnected parts, the first examining VWM in 
health and the second in focal lesion patients.  
Chapters 2 and 3 study how VWM is distributed and dynamically updated 
across time and according to attentional priority in healthy volunteers. In 
Chapter 2, I examine how a finite memory resource is distributed between 
objects over time, using a novel task which permits calculation of VWM 
precision for visual objects presented in sequence. I describe how memory 
resources are redistributed as new items are added in the sequence, and how 
different sources of error, including failures in feature binding, contribute to 
loss of precision. The role of goal-directed attention in redistributing VWM 
resources over time to task-relevant items is examined in Chapter 3, where 
individual differences in this filtering ability are also considered.  
In Chapters 4 and 5, I investigate how these processes might be affected by 
focal brain lesions associated with visual neglect following right hemisphere 
stroke, and how dopaminergic modulation can ameliorate component cognitive 
deficits of this syndrome. Chapter 4 studies VWM updating using a sequential 
task in patients with right hemisphere stroke, with or without visual neglect, 
and examines the lesional correlates of VWM precision and attentional 
filtering. Chapter 5 is a double-blind randomised trial of the dopamine agonist 
rotigotine in a group of patients with visual neglect and motor weakness 
following right hemisphere stroke. Using an innovative design, this study tests 
the hypothesis that rotigotine can ameliorate neglect by modulating cognitive 
component deficits of the syndrome, including VWM and attention, and 
examines whether these effects depend on relative preservation of the right 
prefrontal cortex. In Chapter 6, the role of the MTL in VWM across time is 
studied in two patients with highly focal hippocampal lesions due to 
autoimmune limbic encephalitis, and in further two patients with more 
widespread temporal lobe damage.   
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Finally, the general discussion (Chapter 7) draws together the findings from 
healthy subjects and focal lesion patients, and suggests directions for further 
research. 
 








One of the fundamental properties of working memory (WM) is its limited 
capacity (Cowan, 2001; Baddeley, 2003). For vision, this has been estimated to 
be 3-4 items, based on the ability of observers to detect changes made to a 
static array of objects over a brief delay (Phillips, 1974; Pashler, 1988; Luck 
and Vogel, 1997; Vogel et al., 2001; Todd and Marois, 2004). But in real-world 
situations, the visual input to the brain is constantly changing with movements 
of the body and alterations in the environment, so ecologically important 
objects are often viewed in sequence. Vital cognitive processes – such as action 
selection and planning – therefore have to be informed by memory for objects 
that have been replaced by others. The neural mechanisms involved in 
maintaining these representations across intervening items and over time have 
become the focus of intense investigation using neurophysiological and imaging 
techniques (D’Esposito et al., 1999b; Marshuetz et al., 2000; Xu and Chun, 
2006; Siegel et al., 2009; Jenkins and Ranganath, 2010; Takahama et al., 2010; 
Warden and Miller, 2010). 
Like change detection experiments, studies examining visual WM for serially 
presented items have tested  recall in  a binary fashion,  assuming  that each 
object in a sequence is either perfectly stored or entirely forgotten (Phillips and 
Christie, 1977; Smyth et al., 2005; Johnson and Miles, 2009). But this approach 
does not provide any information on the fidelity of stored representations. An 
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alternative method is to measure the variability of memory estimates around 
the true value, i.e., the precision of recall for object attributes such as location, 
orientation or colour (Palmer, 1990; Wilken and Ma, 2004; Bays and Husain, 
2008; Bays et al., 2009, 2011b; Fougnie et al., 2010).  
This approach has recently prompted a re-evaluation of the classical view of 
visual WM as comprising a fixed number of ‘slots’, each maintaining a single 
object with high resolution. Instead, such investigations have led to a radically 
different proposal: that although WM resources are highly limited, they are not 
quantized, so they can be flexibly distributed to prioritize a few items for high 
resolution storage or store a larger number with lower fidelity (Alvarez and 
Cavanagh, 2004; Wilken and Ma, 2004; Bays and Husain, 2008; Bays et al., 
2009). This is a fundamentally different conceptual framework to the 
traditional account and has important implications for research that seeks to 
examine the neural basis of WM. However, previous studies have not examined 
the precision of memory when objects are presented sequentially.  
In the present Chapter, I examine how a finite memory resource is distributed 
between objects over time. In other words, what happens to the memory of a 
visual object when newly presented stimuli are memorised, and how does 
having to keep in memory a certain number of objects affect memory for an 
additional item, presented subsequently? A new behavioural task was used, in 
which visual stimuli were presented sequentially, and memory precision was 
measured for one of the items, which could have any order in the sequence. 
Memory resolution for objects in sequences was compared with simultaneously 
presented items, and a probabilistic model was used to account for the 
distribution of responses. I demonstrate how the precision with which objects 
are stored in memory changes dynamically in favour of more recent items. 
Critically, I argue that memory for sequentially presented objects is especially 
prone to corruption by features belonging to other items in the sequence 
(misbinding). These observations suggest new cognitive mechanisms on how 
WM resources are distributed and dynamically reallocated over time, as new 
visual stimuli are encoded. 






A total of 34 healthy volunteers (19 female, 15 male, age: 19-34 years) 
participated in the study after providing written informed consent to 
procedures approved by the local Ethics Committee. All participants had 
normal or corrected-to-normal visual acuity and reported normal colour vision. 
Nine volunteers (six female, age [mean ± s.d.]: 25.8 ± 5.3 years) took part in 
Experiment 1, eight volunteers (six female, age: 21.4 ± 3.1) participated in 
Experiment 2, eight (four female, 24.8 ± 2.5) in Experiment 3. 
 
2.2.2 Experimental procedure 
Experiment 1: Sequential presentation. A schematic representation of the task 
is shown in Figure 2.1A. Each trial consisted of a sequence of 1, 2, 3, 4, or 5 
coloured bars (2o x 0.3o of visual angle) consecutively presented on a grey 
background, on a 21-inch CRT monitor at a viewing distance of 60 cm. Each 
bar had a different colour and orientation and all were presented at fixation, at 
the centre of the display. The sequence of colours in each trial was produced by 
permutation of a random selection of five easily distinguishable colours. On 
each trial, participants did not know in advance how many objects they would 
have to remember. Stimuli within the same sequence differed by at least 10o in 
orientation, which was otherwise random. Each stimulus was shown for 500ms, 
followed by a 500ms blank screen. 
At the end of each sequence, recall for one of the items was probed by 
redisplaying a bar of the same colour with a random orientation. A circle 
surrounding this probe item made it easily distinguishable from the to-be-
remembered items in the sequence. Subjects were instructed to rotate the 
probe using a response dial (Logitech Intl. SA) to match the remembered 
orientation of the item of the same colour in the sequence – henceforth termed 
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the target. Note that I use the term ‘target’ here simply to distinguish from 
other objects in the sequence, or non-targets, that were not probed. I emphasize 
that in this experiment, participants did not know which item would be tested 
or how long each sequence would be from trial-to-trial. 
Each subject completed a total of 400 interleaved trials. There were 25 trials 
for each of the 15 combinations of sequence length (1–5) and serial position of 
the target item within the sequence (375 trials in total). In addition, there were 
25 trials where a single item was followed by a longer blank period of 3500ms 
(equivalent in duration to a four-item sequence). These trials were presented 
interleaved with other conditions to examine the pure effects of temporal delay 
on memory, in the absence of intervening objects. 
Experiment 2: Simultaneous presentation. To compare WM precision for items 
presented sequentially with objects displayed simultaneously, the task shown 
in Figure 2.1B was used. Each trial started with a central fixation cross 
displayed on a grey background. Once stable fixation was established, 1, 2, 3, 4, 
or 5 bars, each of different colour and orientation, were now presented 
simultaneously.  The display settings, dimensions of the stimuli and the 
selection of colour and orientation were as in Experiment 1. Stimuli were 
displayed at random positions on an invisible circle of radius 6o, with a 
minimum centre-to-centre separation of 3o of visual angle. This memory array 
was shown for 1000ms, followed by a 1000ms blank. Subsequently, one of the 
items in the array was probed by colour at central fixation, and the participant 
had to indicate the remembered orientation of the item, as in Experiment 1. 
Each subject completed 500 trials. Eye position was monitored online at 1000 
Hz using a frame-mounted infrared eye tracker (SR Research Ltd, Canada), to 
ensure subjects maintained central fixation. Trials were repeated if gaze 
deviated more than 2o from the fixation cross during stimulus presentation. 







Figure 2.1: Experimental paradigm 
(A) In Experiment 1, participants were presented with a sequence of coloured 
bars, each with a different orientation. A probe item of a randomly chosen 
colour (in this case, blue) was then presented, and subjects adjusted the 
orientation of the item of the same colour in the sequence (in this case, the 2nd 
item). (B) In Experiment 2, stimuli were shown simultaneously, in an array, 
following which the orientation of one of the items (in this case, again blue) was 
probed and had to be reproduced from memory.  
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Experiment 3: Simultaneous versus sequential presentation at different 
locations. In Experiment 1, items were presented at the same spatial location, 
which may confound the comparison with simultaneous presentation, where 
each item occupies a different location in space. Therefore, we performed an 
additional experiment to distinguish the effects of sequential versus 
simultaneous presentation from the potentially confounding effects of 
presenting stimuli at the same or at different locations. In Experiment 3, two, 
four, or six items were presented either simultaneously or sequentially, always 
at different locations, with a minimum centre-to-centre separation of 3o of 
visual angle. All stimuli were presented at an eccentricity of 6o for 500ms, 
followed by a 500ms blank. The dimensions of the stimuli and the selection of 
colour and orientation were identical to the previous experiments. As in 
Experiment 2, central fixation was monitored online using infrared eye 
tracking and trials were repeated if gaze deviated more than 2o from the 
fixation cross during stimulus presentation. At the end of each trial, one of the 
items was probed by colour at the centre of the screen, as in the previous 
experiments. Each subject completed a total of 480 trials consisting of four 60-
trial blocks of sequential and four blocks of simultaneous presentation. The 
order of the eight blocks was randomized. 
 
2.2.3 Analysis 
For each trial, a measure of error was obtained by calculating the angular 
deviation between the orientation reported by the subject and the correct 
orientation of the target bar in the preceding sequence. Precision was 
calculated as the reciprocal of the standard deviation of error across trials (1/σ). 
As the parameter space for orientation is circular, we used Fisher’s definition of 
standard deviation for circular data, i.e. the square root of minus 2 times the 
log of the mean resultant length of the circular data vector divided by the 
number of observations (Fisher, 1993), subtracting the value expected for 
chance: therefore a precision value of zero corresponds to responding at 
random. This method of estimating the fidelity of recall of a visual stimulus 
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based on the distribution of error has previously been described for orientation, 
location (Bays and Husain, 2008) and colour (Bays et al., 2009), but only for 
simultaneous displays where all objects to-be-remembered were presented 
together. Precision was calculated separately for each subject, set size and 
condition. Hypotheses regarding the effects of experimental parameters 
(number of items, order in sequence, cueing condition) on precision were tested 
by ANOVA and t-tests, as specified in the Results. Where parametric tests were 
used, assumptions on normality and equal variances were tested using 
Kolmogorov-Smirnov and Levene tests, respectively.  
To quantify the contribution of different sources of error to overall precision 
estimates in each experiment, I applied a probabilistic model introduced 
previously by Bays et al (Bays et al., 2009). This model, building on an earlier 
proposal by Zhang and Luck (Zhang and Luck, 2008), attributes errors on the 
reproduction task to three sources:  
 Gaussian variability in memory for the target orientation 
 A certain probability on each trial of misreporting one of the other non-
target orientations in the sequence 
 A certain probability of responding with a random orientation, not 
related to any of the items in the sequence.  
 
This model is described as follows: 
  
 
where   is the true orientation of the target item, ˆ  the orientation reported 
by the subject, and   is the von Mises distribution (the circular analogue of 
the Gaussian) with mean zero and concentration parameter κ. The probability 
of reporting the correct target item is given by α. The probability of mistakenly 
reporting a non-target item is given by β, and 1, 2{ ,... }m   are the orientations 
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of the m non-target items. The probability of responding randomly is given by γ 
= 1 – α – β. A graphical representation of these model components is given in 
Figure 2.5. 
 
Maximum likelihood estimates (Myung, 2003) of the parameters κ, α, β, and γ 
were obtained separately for each subject and set size in Experiments 1, 2 and 
3, using an expectation-maximization algorithm (MATLAB code available at:    
http://www.sobell.ion.ucl.ac.uk/pbays/code/JV10/).  
To investigate how serial order of the target item (when it appeared) in a 
sequence affected the model parameters, the model was also applied separately 
for each combination of serial position and sequence length in Experiment 1. As 
this meant dividing the data from each subject between a large number of 
conditions, for this analysis data was pooled across subjects, maximizing the 
data available for each condition. Likelihood ratio tests were used for statistical 
comparison of parameter values estimated from pooled data. 





2.3.1 Effects of serial order and set size on recall precision 
In Experiment 1, subjects were presented with a sequence of randomly oriented 
coloured bars, and asked to reproduce from memory the orientation of one bar, 
specified by colour (Figure 2.1A). The total number of stimuli varied between 1 
and 5, and participants were unaware of how many would be displayed in each 
trial. All items in the sequence were equally likely to be tested.  
Figure 2.2 shows how the precision with which subjects recalled an item’s 
orientation varied as a function of its serial position (i.e. when it appeared in a 
sequence), for different sequence lengths (denoted by different colours). Serial 
order had a significant effect on precision, irrespective of the total number of 
items in the sequence (two-way ANOVA, set size × serial position, main effect of 
serial position: F(4,120)=11.2, P<0.001) with the most recent item remembered 
significantly more accurately than preceding items (two-way ANOVA, simple 
contrast to last item: F(4,120)=3.67, P=0.007 ). Thus there was a clear recency 
effect. No statistically significant differences in precision were observed for 
earlier positions in a sequence (main effect of serial position with final item 
excluded: F(3,80)=0.57, P=0.64). Performance was significantly better than 
chance for every combination of serial order and set size (t(8)>2.9, P<0.023), 
indicating that some information was stored about every item in a sequence. 
How does the total number of objects in the sequence affect the fidelity of 
recall? As shown in Figure 2.2, when comparing between sequences of different 
lengths, for every serial position, precision decreased significantly as the 
number of items increased (main effect of set size: F(4,120 =11.8, P<0.001; set size 
× serial position interaction: F(6,120)=0.23, P=0.97). Remarkably, this effect was 
present even for the last (and best remembered) item in a sequence: precision 
for the final item decreased significantly as the number of preceding items 
increased (main effect of set size, final items only: F(4,40)=4.7, P=0.004). 
Therefore, as the total number of items held in memory increases, there is a  








Figure 2.2: Serial order and sequence length modulate memory precision.  
Precision is plotted against order in the sequence, i.e., when in a sequence the 
item probed after the end of the sequence had appeared. Each coloured line 
represents a different sequence length. The last item was remembered most 
accurately, while earlier items in the sequence were recalled with similar 
precision. Error bars represent SEM. 
Chapter 2: Dynamic Updating in Visual Working Memory 
 
74 
loss of fidelity in recall of items of any serial order, including the most recent. 
Note that many previous studies of serial WM, using for example verbal or 
visuospatial lists to-be-remembered (Broadbent and Broadbent, 1981; Burgess 
and Hitch, 1999; Logie et al., 2000), have also shown recency effects but 
crucially, in those studies, participants were either able to report an item or 
not, in a binary – all or nothing – fashion. Here I demonstrate that the fidelity 
with which the last item is recalled is modulated in a graded manner by the 
number of items that precede it.  
 
2.3.2 Comparison with simultaneous presentation 
The results of Experiment 1 also have implications for models of WM because 
they are consistent with the principles of a shared resource model of working 
memory, which until now has been applied only to simultaneous displays 
(Wilken and Ma, 2004; Bays and Husain, 2008; Bays et al., 2009). Specifically, 
the findings above show that as the total number of items in memory increases 
the proportion of resources dedicated to each item declines, degrading the 
fidelity of storage. A simple ‘slot’ model limited to three objects (Luck and Vogel, 
1997; Cowan, 2005) would not predict such a graded decline in performance for 
sequences below the capacity limit of 3, since each item should be capable of 
being stored with equal, high resolution up to that limit. Only after all 
available slots had been occupied would one expect a rapid decline in precision. 
From the perspective of a shared resource model, the recall advantage for the 
final item in a sequence observed here could result from an uneven distribution 
of resources, with the largest proportion allocated to the most recently 
presented item. To investigate this possibility further, I compared the results of 
sequential displays in Experiment 1 with a second task that differed only in 
that all items were presented simultaneously in a single display (Experiment 2; 
task shown in Figure 2.1B). This provides a direct comparison of how resources 
are allocated when information is processed sequentially in a temporal stream 
versus when it is presented all together to the visual system. 
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In Figure 2.3, mean recall precision is presented as a function of the total 
number of items presented for sequential (black symbols) and simultaneous 
display (red symbols). While precision declined similarly with increasing 
number of items in both cases, on average, items were recalled with 
significantly lower precision when presented sequentially (F(1,83)=22.2, 
P<0.001). Importantly, however, this cost for sequential presentation was 
confined to the earlier items in each sequence.  
When performance for only the last item in each sequence was considered (blue 
symbols in Figure 2.3), it was found to be stored with equivalent resolution to 
items in a simultaneous display of the same number of items (F(1,83)=0.18, 
P=0.67), while memory for all previous items in the sequence was significantly 
less precise (F(1,7)=47.7, P<0.001). Thus, for example, if the total sequence 
length was three items, the last item was recalled with precision equivalent to 
when 3 items were presented simultaneously, but the previous items were 
recalled with significantly lower precision than the average precision for 3 
simultaneously presented objects. 
Therefore, every time a new item was added to a sequence, the precision with 
which it was remembered was limited only by the number of previous items 
already stored in memory, just as for simultaneous presentation of the same 
number of items. However, crucially, earlier items were remembered 
significantly less accurately. Thus memory precision for these is not simply 
determined by the total number of objects that have to be kept in memory, but 
is also limited by some additional source of error, which I sought to determine.  
 







Figure 2.3: Effect of the number of items on memory in sequential and in 
simultaneous presentation.  
Average precision (across all items) decreased with increasing number of items 
presented in a sequence (black line), or simultaneously (red line). Note that the 
last object in a sequence (blue dash-dotted line) was remembered with similar 
precision to an item in an array of the same number of simultaneously 
presented objects. There was no significant difference for one item in 
“sequential” compared to “simultaneous” conditions. Error bars are SEM.  
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2.3.3 Cost of sequential presentation is not due to temporal decay 
There is a long-standing controversy as to whether WM recency effects are a 
result of interference between remembered objects, or whether time-related 
memory decay also plays a role (Hole, 1996; Berman et al., 2009; Zhang and 
Luck, 2009; Lewandowsky et al., 2009). To control for the possibility that loss 
in precision for earlier items is due to time-dependent decay in their memory 
representation, I compared precision for the first item from a sequence of 4 
with a single object followed by a long retention period, equivalent in duration 
to a sequence of three further items.  
Recall was not affected by the longer retention period (t(8)=1.1, P=0.32; Figure 
2.4), but there was a fivefold decrease in memory precision when three 
consecutive items were presented during the same amount of time (t(8)=8.9, 
P<0.001). Therefore, rather than time-related decay of their memory 
representation, the loss in accuracy of recall for earlier items in this study is 
due to the presence of the subsequent items.  
 
2.3.4 A probabilistic model to investigate the sources of error in sequences 
The precision measure used thus far to describe performance is a non-
parametric statistic reflecting the fidelity of recall of a target feature, 
independent of any particular model of the underlying response distribution. To 
investigate further possible mechanisms producing the loss of memory 
precision for earlier items in sequences, I applied to the data a probabilistic 
model that assumes three potential sources of error: i) Gaussian variability in 
recall of the target orientation, ii) a certain probability of responding with the 
remembered orientation of a non-target, due to associating incorrectly, or 
misbinding a target’s colour with the orientation of a non-target, and iii) a 
certain probability of producing a random response not related to any of the 
orientations presented (Figure 2.5; for further details, see paragraph 2.2.3). 
This analysis method has been used in previous studies, but only for 
simultaneously presented items (Bays et al., 2009, 2011b; Fougnie et al., 2010). 
















Figure 2.4: Loss of precision for previous items is not time-dependent.  
When compared with a single item (left bar), memory precision was not 
affected by a longer retention time (middle bar), but was significantly lower 
when three further items were presented in the same retention period (right 
bar). Error bars are SEM. **P<0.001, n.s: non-significant. 





Figure 2.5: A probabilistic model of three sources of error in subjects’ responses.  
Subject responses on the memory task were decomposed into three separate 
components, illustrated by the shaded regions in (B–D): a circular Gaussian 
distribution of responses centred on the orientation value of the target (B), 
circular Gaussian distributions with the same width centred on each non-
target orientation value, corresponding to misbinding errors (C), and a uniform 
distribution, capturing random responses unrelated to any of the sample 
orientations (D). The variability in recall of each  item’s orientation was 
governed by κ, the concentration parameter of the circular Gaussian (von 
Mises) distributions (A). 
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First, the model was applied separately for each number of items, presented 
sequentially or simultaneously. As shown in Figure 2.6, for both sequential (in 
black) and simultaneous presentation (in red), as the number of items 
increased, responses centred on the target became increasingly variable, as 
indicated by a significant decrease in the concentration parameter (κ) of their 
distribution (Figure 2.6A; two way ANOVA, set size × presentation mode: main 
effect of set size: F(4,75)=15.9, P<0.001, interaction with mode of presentation: 
F(4,75)=0.33, P=0.86). Importantly, the variability of subjects’ responses for the 
same number of items was indistinguishable, whether presented sequentially 
or simultaneously (main effect of presentation mode: F(1,75)=0.47, P=0.50).  
In addition to the increase in variability, the proportion of responses attributed 
to report of the correct target item (α) declined significantly as set size 
increased, in both sequences and simultaneous arrays (Figure 2.6B, main effect 
of set size: F(3,60)=13.7, P<0.001, interaction: F(3,60)=0.33, P=0.05). Here, 
however, a significant difference was observed between sequential and 
simultaneous presentation (main effect of presentation mode: F(1,60)=61.6, 
P<0.001), with a substantially smaller probability of responses centred on the 
target orientation under sequential presentation (mean α = 74% for sequential 
vs. mean α = 93% for simultaneous presentation, for set size ≥ 2).  
The decline in the probability of responding with the target orientation with 
increasing set size coincided with a corresponding increase in both 
misreporting a non-target as a target (β, Figure 2.6C, main effect: F(3,60)=7.7, 
P<0.001, interaction: F(3,60)=1.6, P=0.21) and of responding with a random 
orientation (γ, Figure 2.6D, main effect: F(3,75)=2.9, P=0.009, interaction: 
F(3,75)=0.84, P=0.50). However, the difference between sequential and 
simultaneous presentation was primarily accounted for by changes in the rate 
of misreporting (mean β = 19% for sequential vs. mean β = 4% for simultaneous 
presentation, for set size ≥ 2; F(1,60)=46.5, P<0.001).  




Figure 2.6: Model components for each set size; sequential vs. simultaneous.  
Model parameters are shown for sequences (black) and for simultaneous 
presentation (red). (A) Variability of responses, as expressed by the 
concentration parameter of their distribution, increased as more items were 
stored in memory; this effect was not different between sequential and 
simultaneous presentation. (B) Probability of responding according to the 
target’s orientation decreased with increasing set size and it was lower in 
sequences. (C) There was a corresponding significant increase in the 
probability of responding according to a non-target orientation; this component 
was greater in sequential than in simultaneous presentation. (D) Random 
responses (guessing) also increased with increasing number of items and were 
more likely in sequences. Note that, in sequences, the non-target component 
(C) was significantly higher than the random one (D); this was not the case in 
simultaneous presentation, where there was no significant difference between 
these two components.  
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Random responses were also significantly more probable in sequences 
(F(1,75)=5.0, P=0.028) but to a much smaller extent than non-target responses 
(mean γ = 7% for sequential vs. mean γ = 3% for simultaneous presentation, for 
set size ≥ 2). It is important to note that in sequences of two or more items, 
misreporting accounts for a significantly greater proportion of the overall loss 
of precision when compared to random responses (F(1,64)=23.0, P<0.001). 
To investigate whether the contribution of the different sources of error to the 
overall loss of precision depends on the item’s order in the sequence, I applied 
the model separately at each serial position and each sequence length. As 
shown in Figure 2.7A-B, both the probability of reporting the target item’s 
orientation and the variability of those responses vary according to serial order 
of an item in the sequence (α:  χ2>13.5, P<0.003, for all sequence lengths; κ:  
χ2>13.9, P<0.001, for all  sequence lengths except in 2 items, where χ2=2.8, 
P=0.096). Responses based on the correct target orientation were significantly 
more likely and less variable when the last item was probed (α:  χ2>13.5, 
P<0.003, for all  sequence lengths; κ: χ2>12.9, P<0.001, for all  sequence lengths 
except in 2 items, as above). 
Correspondingly, the probability of responding according to the orientation of a 
non-target depended significantly on the serial order of the tested item (Figure 
2.7C; χ2>11.4, P<0.004, for all sequence lengths), and was less likely for the last 
item than for any of the previous ones (Fig. 7C; χ2>10.2, P<0.002, for all  
sequence lengths). Within the longest sequences (4 and 5 items), from earlier to 
later items, the probability of misbinding increases, and subsequently it 
decreases again for more recent items, producing an inverted U-shaped curve. 
This suggests both recency and a primacy effect in the probability of 
responding with the orientation of a non-target (Figure 2.7C).   
The probability of responding randomly did not differ significantly with serial 
order: in sequences of any length, random responses were relatively rare (5.9%, 
on average) and unaffected by serial order (Figure 2.7D; χ2<1.3, P>0.37). 
Overall, these results suggest that an increased probability of erroneously 
associating the colour of targets earlier in the sequence with the orientation of 
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non-targets could be an important mechanism giving rise to the overall 
precision cost of sequential presentation, particularly for items in the middle of 
a sequence. 
Our findings also demonstrate that information about different objects held in 
WM are not independent once stored, but can interact – hence misbinding of 
object features across visual items. In addition, the comparison between 
sequential and simultaneous displays reveals an important factor about how 
WM resources are dynamically reallocated. Recall that, for sequences, subjects  
did not know how many items they would have to remember before a trial 
commenced, so they could not pre-allocate resources. Instead, each new object 
to-be-remembered (the current last item) was allocated its fair share of 
resources (as if it had appeared in a simultaneous array of the same total 
number of items). However, the resolution in memory for previous items 
became inferior. This reallocation of resources from earlier items was 
associated specifically with increased misbinding of features belonging to 
different objects. These findings place tight constraints on neural models of 
WM. 
Note that, as the variability of responses and the number of non-targets 
increase, reliability of the fitted parameter estimates decreases, as indicated by 
the larger standard error e.g. set size 4 and 5 (Figure 2.7). In the case of two 
items, for example, a distribution of responses tightly centred on the only non-
target orientation is easily distinguishable from a set of random responses. 
Conversely, in the case of five items, where each misbinding response can 
correspond to any of four different non-target orientations, distinguishing this 
from a uniform (random) distribution becomes increasingly difficult. However, 
while this unavoidable limitation reduces power, there were nonetheless 
statistically significant effects (e.g. of serial order) even in the longest 
sequences.  





Figure 2.7: Model components for each serial position.  
Variability (A) and probability (B) of responding according to the target’s 
orientation depend on serial order, with responses on target being more 
probable when the last item was probed. (C) There was a corresponding 
increase in the probability of responding according to a non-target for items 
earlier than the last. (D) Conversely the probability of responding randomly 
was not significantly different for items with different order in the sequence. 
Error bars represent SEM.  
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2.3.5 Simultaneous versus sequential presentation at different locations 
The comparison between simultaneous and sequential presentation in the 
previous experiments may have been confounded by the fact that sequentially 
presented items were shown at the same location, while this was not the case 
for simultaneous presentation. In Experiment 3, every object was presented at 
a different location, in either simultaneous or sequential display.  
As shown in Figure 2.8, average memory precision for items presented 
sequentially at different locations (black line) was significantly lower than 
precision for the same number of items presented simultaneously (red line; 
repeated-measures ANOVA, F(1,7)=29.94, P=0.001), in keeping with our results 
from Experiments 1 and 2. Also consistent with our previous results, precision 
for the most recent object in a sequence of items shown at different locations 
(Figure 2.8, blue dotted line) was no different than the average precision when 
the same number of objects were presented simultaneously (repeated-measures 
ANOVA, F(1,7)=0.33, P=0.58). Therefore, the finding that memory precision is 
lower for sequential when compared to simultaneous presentation, cannot be 
simply attributed to spatial overwriting of earlier items, as precision is lower in 
sequential presentation also when each item in the sequence is presented at a 
different location. 
Next, to quantify the parameters explaining the loss of memory resolution 
when objects are presented sequentially at different locations, I applied the 
probabilistic model analysis to the data from Experiment 3. Consistently with 
the previous results, while the variability of responses was similar to 
simultaneous presentation (κ: F(1,7)=0.62, P=0.457; Figure 2.9A) responses to 
the target orientation were significantly less likely in sequential presentation 
(α: F(1,7) =47.4, P<0.001; Figure 2.9B). Importantly, a significant proportion of 
the loss in memory resolution for sequentially presented items can be 
attributed to non-target responses (due to misbinding between visual features 
of different objects in the sequence) also when each object is projected at a 
different spatial location (β: F(1,7)=13.42, P=0.008; Figure 2.9C). Therefore 
increased misbinding in sequences does not occur only when the spatial 
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locations of the misbound objects overlap. As previously, a significant increase 
in random responses in sequences when compared to simultaneous 














Figure 2.8: Comparing simultaneous and sequential presentation when all 
items are displayed at different locations. 
When each object in a sequence was presented at a different spatial location, 
memory across all items in the sequence (black line) was, on average, less 
precise than when the same number of objects were presented simultaneously 
(red line). Precision for the last item in a sequence (blue dash-dotted line) is no 
different than for an item in an array of the same set size. Note that, for both 
simultaneous and sequential presentation, precision values are similar to those 
in Fig. 3. Error bars indicate SEM.  
  
 





Figure 2.9: Model components for simultaneous and sequential presentation, 
when all items are displayed at different locations.  
Model parameters are shown for items displayed sequentially at different 
locations (dotted black) and for simultaneous presentation (red). (A) The 
variability of responses was not different between the presentation modes. The 
probability of responding to the target orientation (B) was significantly lower 
for sequential presentation. This can be explained by an increase in non-target 
responses (due to misbinding of the target colour and a non-target orientation) 
in the case of sequential presentation (C) and, to a lesser extent, by an increase 
in random responses (D).    
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2.4 Discussion  
 
In the experiments presented in this Chapter, I examined the fidelity of visual 
WM for orientation of objects displayed in sequence by analysing precision of 
observers’ reports, rather than asking them about the presence or absence of a 
change (Luck and Vogel, 1997; Vogel et al., 2001).  
There was a marked decrease in precision as the number of items to-be-
remembered increased (Figures 2.2 and 2.3). Thus, memory capacity is indeed 
highly limited. Importantly, however, WM resolution decreased smoothly as 
total number of items increased (Figure 2.3), and this loss of fidelity affected 
every item in the sequence (Figure 2.2). Even adding a single item to a 
previous object held in memory was sufficient to produce a significant drop in 
mean precision of report (Figure 2.3).  
These data cannot be adequately explained by a simple ‘slot’ model in which 
WM is limited to 3-4 items because this would predict optimal performance 
until the object capacity limit is reached, and a sharp drop in precision when 
that limit is exceeded (Pashler, 1988; Luck and Vogel, 1997; Cowan, 2001). 
Instead, our results are compatible with the concept of a limited memory 
resource, a proportion of which is allocated to each item as the total number of 
items increases. Such a proposal also provides a parsimonious account of WM 
limits in the case of simultaneously-presented objects (Bays and Husain, 2008; 
Bays et al., 2009). 
Measuring WM precision revealed in addition that, although there is a recency 
effect for all sequence lengths, the fidelity of memory for the last item was 
strongly modulated by the number of items that preceded it (Figure 2.2). 
Precision for the last item was worse in longer sequences, a finding which 
would have implications for neural models of serial WM. Previous studies using 
similar display intervals have also reported recency effects (Phillips and 
Christie, 1977; Broadbent and Broadbent, 1981; Wright et al., 1985; Neath, 
1993; Hay et al., 2007; Blalock and Clegg, 2010) but none have shown that last-
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item recency is affected by sequence length in this way. Again, those studies 
used binary measures of report (correct or incorrect); precision, I argue, 
provides a more sensitive index that better constrains models of WM and their 
neurophysiological substrates.  
Comparison of sequential versus simultaneous arrays (Figure 2.3) 
demonstrated that while precision in both cases fell smoothly with increasing 
number of objects, mean precision across all items was significantly worse for 
sequences than for simultaneous arrays (Lecerf and De Ribaupierre, 2005; 
Allen et al., 2006b; Blalock and Clegg, 2010). Crucially, however, this cost of 
sequential presentation was restricted to items preceding the last object. Thus, 
for example, the last item in a sequence of four objects was recalled with the 
same precision as if it had been tested in an array of four items presented 
simultaneously, while all other items in the sequence were recalled less 
precisely. This cannot be accounted for by temporal decay (Figure 2.4), 
consistent with studies of serial verbal WM (Lewandowsky et al., 2009). 
Furthermore, we show that lower precision in sequential versus simultaneous 
presentation is not due to spatial overwriting, as it is replicated when all items 
are presented sequentially at different locations (Figure 2.8). So how can this 
effect be explained?  
To address this question, I applied a probabilistic model (Figure 2.5) to the 
distribution of recall errors that was previously developed for simultaneous 
presentation (Bays et al., 2009, 2011b). Here, the analysis revealed that the 
Gaussian variability in recalling an item’s orientation was on average 
equivalent whether the set of items was presented sequentially or 
simultaneously (Figure 2.6A). Hence, the loss of overall fidelity observed with 
sequential presentation is not due to increased variability in storing each 
item’s orientation.  
However, in addition to accurate recall of orientation, successful performance 
also required accurate binding of orientation information with colour. A seminal 
study suggested that different visual features are stored independently but it is 
their integration that is vulnerable to interference (Wheeler and Treisman, 
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2002). Memory for bound objects in a sequence is also more susceptible to 
interference from subsequent items than WM for individual features (Allen et 
al., 2006b).  
Our findings show that the probability of errors due to misbinding target colour 
with the orientation of a non-target was significantly higher for sequences than 
in simultaneous presentation (Figure 2.6C). Furthermore, these errors were 
more common for objects earlier in the sequence than for the last item (Figure 
2.7C). It has been shown previously that spatial location has a central role in 
feature binding (Treisman and Zhang, 2006). Our results show that increased 
misbinding in sequential presentation occurs also when the locations of 
misbound objects do not overlap (Figure 2.9C).  
The performance cost observed when comparing sequential to simultaneous 
presentation is primarily due to an increased probability of misbinding when 
items are presented in a sequence. Thus there is 'interference' across stored 
representations, a phenomenon that is also not predicted by independent object 
'slots'. A smaller, but significant proportion of responses were attributed to a 
random component, which could correspond to simple guessing. However, this 
did not change significantly between the last and preceding items (Figure 
2.7D), and so cannot account for the performance cost specific to earlier items.  
While variability in the Gaussian component of error for items presented 
sequentially was, on average, equivalent to that observed in simultaneous 
presentation, when comparing this parameter between items at different serial 
orders, there was less variability in recalling orientation of the last item than 
previous ones (Figure 2.7A). Thus, whereas each object in a simultaneously 
presented array theoretically is allocated the same amount of WM resource, 
this is clearly not the case in sequences where each new object to-be-
remembered (the current last item) was allocated its fair share of resources (as 
if it had appeared in a simultaneous array of the same total number of items). 
However, the resolution in memory for previous items became inferior.  
Thus there is a dynamic redistribution of memory resource in sequences, and 
this reallocation from earlier items was associated specifically with increased 
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misbinding of features belonging to different objects. While this process can be 
conceptualized as a shift of 'internal resources' (Chun et al., 2011) from items 
already held in memory to a newly added item, there are alternative 
possibilities. 
First, it might be argued that it is possible for a memory slot to abandon the 
object it currently holds and switch to maintaining a new object. Critically, the 
revised slot model (Zhang and Luck, 2009) predicts fixed-resolution memory 
representations which would be difficult to reconcile with some of the findings 
of the current study. For example, if the most recent item displaces a previous 
item from a fixed-resolution slot, responses for one or more items in the 
previous serial positions should be either equally accurate to those for the last 
item (when a previous item keeps its slot), or consistently below chance (when 
a previous item is left without a slot). But our findings suggest neither is the 
case, even if we assume that two or more slots “double-up” (Zhang and Luck, 
2008) to accommodate the last item with higher precision than the previous 
objects. 
Second, it might be argued that allocation of greater attention (i.e. 'external 
resources') (Chun et al., 2011) to the most recent item, plus increasing passive 
interference between items held in memory as new items are added might also 
explain our findings. But note that such a model would need to posit some 
separation between (internal) resources for working memory and extra 
(external) resources available for attention, an area of research that remains to 
be resolved (see Chun et al., 2011 for discussion). Moreover, this still remains 
updating of resources, as attention is redeployed to the new item.  
Finally, although in the current study I investigated WM for one visual 
dimension (orientation), a recent study of sequential WM for visual motion has 
shown similar results (Zokaei et al., 2011). Thus the principles discussed here 
are not confined to only one feature. In summary, using precision as an index of 
WM provides important new insights into the nature of memory 
representations of objects viewed at different times, revealing how WM 





Voluntary Control over Working Memory 









In our experience of the visual world, objects perceived across a period of time 
are rarely equally important, or equally relevant to the task at hand. As we 
depend on a limited memory resource (Cowan, 2005; Baddeley, 2007; Bays and 
Husain, 2008; Gorgoraptis et al., 2011), the ability to discard distracting items 
and retain the most useful objects which are relevant to current and future 
behaviour, is of obvious ecological importance. 
Voluntary, ‘top-down’ control – sometimes also referred to as attention – has 
been described as a ‘gatekeeper’ of visual working memory (Awh et al., 2006; 
McNab and Klingberg, 2007).  Selection of important information  occurs both
“Now that I do know it I shall do my best to forget it.” 
“To forget it!” 
“You see,” he explained, “I consider that a man’s brain originally is like a 
little empty attic […]. It is a mistake to think that that little room has 
elastic walls and can distend to any extent. Depend upon it there comes a 
time when for every addition of knowledge you forget something that you 
knew before. It is of the highest importance, therefore, not to have useless 
facts elbowing out the useful ones.” 
 “But the Solar System!” I protested.  
 
A Study in Scarlet, Arthur Conan Doyle  
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at an early stage and later during processing: voluntary control can affect the 
sensory encoding phase (Corbetta et al., 1990; Luck et al., 1997; Chawla et al., 
1999), but it also controls whether perceived sensory information gains access 
to further working memory processing and maintenance (Shapiro et al., 1997a; 
Awh and Jonides, 2001). Selection can also occur internally, within working 
memory, as demonstrated by experimental paradigms where objects were cued 
only after the stimuli were no longer visible – a technique also known as ‘retro-
cueing’ (Lepsien and Nobre, 2007). 
Neurally, the primary determinant of this voluntary selection process might be 
filtering irrelevant items out of working memory or preventing them entering, 
rather than enhancing relevant information (Zanto and Gazzaley, 2009). 
Filtering ability varies between individuals, and it has been shown to 
determine working memory capacity, and to relate to general intelligence 
(Gevins and Smith, 2000; Vogel et al., 2005; Astle and Scerif, 2011). 
Furthermore, the ability to suppress irrelevant information decreases with 
normal aging, while the ability to enhance task-relevant memories remains 
unaffected (Gazzaley et al., 2005b).   
Voluntary control over working memory precision has not been studied before 
in the context of sequentially presented visual objects. This is a particularly 
interesting framework, because constraints posed by working memory 
updating every time a new item is added (see Chapter 2) may potentially limit 
voluntary control over memory resources.  
In the two experiments presented in this Chapter, I examined how memory 
precision is affected by the relative behavioural relevance of each of the objects 
in a sequence. Task-relevance of items presented in sequence was manipulated 
by modulating how frequently each of them was probed. Memory precision was 
compared between more and less task-relevant items in each serial order, and a 
generative model was applied in each case, to examine the sources of error, 
including failure in visual feature binding. Finally, individuals’ ability to filter 
out irrelevant items was studied in relation to their performance on standard 
measures of memory and intelligence.  





To investigate how WM resources are allocated to a prioritized (cued) item in a 
sequence compared to lower priority (non-cued) objects, I examined the 
performance of healthy subjects on two variants of the sequential WM task 
introduced in Chapter 2. The critical new element in the experiments 
presented here is that one of the items in the sequence was made more task-
relevant than the others, by being tested more frequently.  
In Experiment 1, this difference in task-relevance was relative, meaning that 
non-cued items were still tested, albeit in a smaller proportion of the trials.  
In Experiment 2, an item of a given colour was tested on all trials, with 
absolute (100%) validity. Therefore, all other items in the sequence in this case 
were task-irrelevant, and were never probed.  
 
3.2.1 Experiment 1: cueing with relative validity  
Subjects  
Nine (three female, age: 25 ± 2.7) healthy volunteers participated in 
Experiment 1 after providing written informed consent to procedures approved 
by the local Ethics Committee. All participants had normal or corrected-to-
normal visual acuity and reported normal colour vision.  
Experimental procedure 
In Experiment 1, a sequence of four coloured bars, each with different colour 
and orientation, was presented on each trial, using the same display settings, 
stimulus dimensions and display times as in the original sequential WM task 
presented in Chapter 2. However, here, participants were instructed prior to 
the experiment that items of one specified colour were more likely to be tested. 
This cue colour was fixed throughout each experimental session, but different 
for different participants. There were two experimental conditions, performed 
in separate blocks:  
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1) In the cue present condition, one of the four items on each trial was of the 
cue colour. This cued item was probed on a higher proportion of trials, 62.5%, 
as opposed to 12.5% for each of the other three, 'uncued', items.  
2) In the baseline condition, the cue colour was not present in the sequence and 
all items were equally likely to be probed (25%), and therefore equally task-
relevant.  
The participant had to indicate the remembered orientation of the target item 
using a dial (Logitech Intl. SA) to rotate the probe bar, as in the previous 
experiments (Chapter 2). Each subject completed a total of 300 trials, 
consisting of four blocks of 50 trials for the cue present condition and two 
blocks of 50 trials for the baseline condition. The order of the blocks was 
randomized.  
Analysis: WM precision 
Memory precision was calculated as described in Chapter 2, based on previous 
studies using the fidelity of recall of a visual stimulus as a sensitive index of 
resolution in visual memory (Alvarez and Cavanagh, 2004; Bays and Husain, 
2008; Bays et al., 2009, 2011b; Zokaei et al., 2011; Gorgoraptis et al., 2011). 
Briefly, for each trial, the angular deviation between the orientation reported 
by the subject and the correct orientation of the target bar in the preceding 
sequence was obtained, and precision was calculated as the reciprocal of the 
circular (Fisher, 1993) SD of error across trials (1/σ). As previously (Chapter 2), 
the value expected for chance was subtracted, therefore a precision value of 
zero corresponds to responding at random.  
Additionally, to assess the effects of prioritizing items (‘cued’ objects) at 
different serial positions in Experiment 1, I calculated, for each serial position 
in the sequence, the fractional difference in precision between the cue present 
and baseline conditions as:  
(PC – PB) / (PC + PB),                                                                                        (3.1) 
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where PC is the precision in a cue present sequence and PB the precision in a 
baseline sequence. For this analysis, data were pooled across subjects, 
increasing the number of trials on which each precision calculation was based. 
Model analysis 
To quantify the contribution of different sources of error to overall precision 
estimates in each experiment, I applied a probabilistic model introduced 
previously by Bays et al. (2009), and described in detail in Chapters 1 and 2. 
This model attributes errors on the reproduction task to (1) Gaussian 
variability in memory for the target orientation; (2) a certain probability on 
each trial of misreporting one of the other, non-target, orientations in the 
sequence; and (3) a certain probability of responding with a random orientation 
not related to any of the items in the sequence.  
Here, maximum likelihood estimates of these parameters were obtained 
separately for cued and for uncued items, from the trials where a cued was 
present, as well as for the baseline condition. 
 
3.2.2 Experiment 2: cueing with absolute validity   
Subjects  
Twenty (ten female, age: 21.5 ± 2.9) healthy volunteers participated in 
Experiment 2 after providing written informed consent to procedures approved 
by the local Ethics Committee. All participants had normal or corrected-to-
normal visual acuity and reported normal colour vision.  
Experimental procedure: WM task  
Experiment 2 was designed to investigate how WM precision for a visual object 
is affected by the presence of irrelevant distractors, which were never probed. 
In other words, I asked whether items that are entirely task-irrelevant are still 
involuntarily encoded in WM, reducing the memory resources available for a 
task-relevant object. I also examined individual differences in the ability to 
filter irrelevant objects out of memory and how such filtering ability relates to 
WM precision.  
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The task is presented on Figure 3.3A. There were three experimental 
conditions, given in separate blocks of 50 trials, and the order of the blocks was 
randomized. Subjects participated in two experimental sessions, completing a 
total of 600 trials, corresponding to 4 blocks for each of the following three 
conditions:  
 In the cueing condition (Figure 3.3A, left panel), four items, each of a 
different colour and orientation, were presented in sequence. Each 
stimulus was displayed for 500ms, followed by a 500ms blank screen. 
Subjects were informed at the beginning of the block that an item of a 
given colour would be tested in every sequence. This cued item was 
present in every trial in this condition, could be presented at any serial 
order in the sequence, and was tested with 100% validity. The colour of 
the cued item was fixed for the entire experimental session and it was 
different between the two sessions.  
 In the one item condition (Figure 3.3A, middle panel), at each trial, only 
one item was presented for 500ms, followed by a variable delay (of 500, 
1500, 2500 or 3500ms) to match the time interval from each of the four 
possible serial positions of the tested item to the probe in cueing 
condition. The aim of this design was to compare WM precision for one 
item in the absence of distractors (one item condition) to WM for one 
item in the presence of distractors (cueing condition), taking into 
account any effect of the time elapsed from the stimulus to the probe.   
 In the baseline condition (Figure 3.3A, right panel), four items of 
different colours were presented in every sequence, and any of them 
could be tested, with equal probability, exactly as in the baseline 
condition of Experiment 1. Each stimulus was displayed for 500ms, 
followed by a 500ms blank screen. The colour that was cued in 
Condition 1 was not included among the stimuli of the baseline 
condition.  
Display settings, stimulus dimensions, and recording of responses were 
identical to those in Experiment 1.  




WM precision compared between conditions 
WM precision was calculated as in Experiment 1. WM precision for the tested 
item was compared in the presence or in the absence of three additional 
distracting items (cued versus one item condition), as well as in the case where 
the three other objects present in the sequence were as task-relevant as the 
tested  item (baseline condition). For these comparisons, two-way ANOVA, 
taking into account the serial order of the tested item, was used.  
Model analysis 
Maximum likelihood estimates of the parameters of the three-component 
probabilistic model used previously (see Paragraph 3.2.1) were obtained for 
each subject, and compared between the three conditions of Experiment 2. 
An index of the recency effect in the baseline condition  
A simple measure was computed for the recency effect on the baseline condition 
of Experiment 2, where all four items presented have to be memorised: 
(Plast– Pprevious) / (Ptotal),                                                                            (3.2) 
where Plast is WM precision for the last (most recently displayed) item 
Pprevious is average precision for all previous items and  Ptotal is average 
precision for all items in the sequence.  
An index of filtering ability  
As a measure of the ability to filter out the task-irrelevant items, I calculated 
the ratio of WM precision in the cued condition over WM precision in the one 
item condition. The smaller the value of this index, the more different WM 
precision is in the presence and in the absence of distractors, therefore the 
lesser the ability to filter task-irrelevant items out of memory. Correlations of 
the filtering index with WM precision, as measured in the baseline condition, 
were tested using Pearson coefficient.    
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Questionnaire-based measures of WM and intelligence 
Each subject participated in a battery of standardised tests measuring WM and 
intelligence, including forward and backward digit span (Orsini et al., 1987), 
forward and backward spatial span (Corsi blocks task) (Corsi, 1972), Raven's 
Progressive Matrices Test (Raven, 1941), and Cognitive Failures Questionnaire 
(Broadbent et al., 1982). Correlations of the above measures with WM precision 
(as measured in the baseline condition of Experiment 2) and filtering ability 
were tested using Pearson coefficient.   





3.3.1 Effect of cueing with relative validity on WM precision 
In Experiment 1, four items were displayed sequentially, and one of them was 
made more task-relevant by increasing its relative probability to be tested. 
This prioritized or cued item was always of the same colour, and subjects were 
informed that this colour was more likely to be tested than the others. We 
investigated memory precision for the cued item, and also for the remaining, 
uncued items in the sequence. Performance on this task was compared with a 
neutral baseline condition, where all four items were equally probable to be 
tested. As shown in Figure 3.1A, memory for the cued item was significantly 
more precise than baseline (t(8)=5.8, P<0.001), with a significant corresponding 
cost for the uncued objects (t(8)=3.5, P=0.008).  
I also investigated whether the benefits of cueing on memory precision – and 
the cost to the uncued items – were evenly distributed across the sequence, 
with respect to the serial order of the prioritized item. More specifically, I asked 
whether the relative benefit of cueing depends on serial order, and also 
whether the cost is distributed to all of the uncued items or, alternatively, 
whether it is limited to those preceding, or those following the cued one. 
Therefore, for every item in the sequence, the fractional difference in precision 
between the baseline condition and the ‘cue present’ condition was calculated 
for each possible serial order of the cued item (Equation 3.1). Positive values of 
this measure signify a gain and negative values a cost in memory precision, 
when compared to the baseline condition. As shown in Figure 3.1B, the relative 
gain in precision was similar for the cued items, irrespective of their order in 
the sequence, and the relative cost was distributed between all of the uncued 
items, both to those preceded by the cued item and to those followed by it.  
 
 





Figure 3.1: Predictive cueing by increasing relative validity. 
A) The cued item was remembered significantly better than items in a 
baseline condition where no cue was present, with a corresponding cost in 
memory precision for the less task-relevant items, in the trials where a cue 
was present. Errorbars are SEM.  
B) Fractional difference in precision between the trials where a cue was 
present and the baseline condition. Gain in memory precision for cued items 
(light shade), and a cost for the uncued ones (dark shade) was observed at all 
possible serial positions of the cued and the tested item.  
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3.3.2 Effect of cueing with relative validity on model parameters   
Next, I sought to identify the sources of error resulting in decreases in memory 
precision for the less task-relevant items and the corresponding benefit for the 
cued objects in Experiment 1. To this end, using the probabilistic model which 
was described above, I estimated the Gaussian variability of the responses to 
the target, the probability of responding according to a non-target, and the 
probability of responding with a random orientation, separately for the cued 
and non-cued items (in the condition where a cue was present), and also for the 
baseline condition where all items were equally task relevant.  
The results are presented in Figure 3.2. Gaussian variability for the cued item 
was significantly less than for an uncued item in the same sequence (χ2=13.5, 
P=0.001), or an item in the condition where cueing was not present (χ2=5.7, 
P=0.017; Figure 3.2A). The probability of responding with the target 
orientation was also significantly higher for the cued items when compared to 
baseline (χ2=33.1, P<0.001; Figure 3.2B), with a corresponding decrease in 
target responses for the uncued items (χ2=8.1, P=0.004; Figure 3.2B).  
As shown in Figure 3.2C, a significant part of the gain in overall precision for 
the cued items can be attributed to a reduction in the probability of 
misreporting another item’s orientation compared to uncued items (χ2=23.8, 
P=0.017) or baseline (χ2=20, P=0.018). In other words, increasing the task 
relevance of an item seemed to facilitate successful binding between its visual 
features (colour and orientation). The corresponding decrease in memory 
resolution for less task-relevant items was, to a significant extent, due to an 
increase in random responses (χ2=5.3, P=0.022; Figure 3.2D), rather than an 
increase in misbinding, the probability of which is similar to the baseline 
condition (χ2=0.1, P=0.66, Figure 3.2D). 
 




Figure 3.2: Model components in relation to task relevance (Experiment 1).  
A) Responses centred at the target orientation were less variable for cued item 
when compared to baseline. There was a corresponding non-significant 
increase in variability for the remaining, less-task relevant items.  
B) The probability of responding according to the target’s orientation was 
enhanced for cued items, with a corresponding cost for uncued ones.  
C) Probability of responding according to a non-target orientation was lower 
for the more task-relevant item, while this parameter was no different from 
baseline for the uncued items.  
D) Conversely, random responses were increased for uncued items, and they 
were similar to baseline for the cued item. Error bars represent SEM. 
**P<0.001, *P<0.05, n.s: non-significant. 
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3.3.3 Effects of absolute validity cue on WM precision 
The previous experiment demonstrated that WM resources can be voluntarily 
allocated to visual objects according to their relative task-relevance. In 
Experiment 2 (Figure 3.3.A), I sought to identify the limits of this voluntary 
control over WM resources. If healthy individuals have total control over the 
allocation of memory resources and can focus only on behaviourally relevant 
stimuli, then WM for a visual object among irrelevant distractors should be 
similar to WM for that visual object alone. Conversely, if WM is unavoidably 
intruded by task-irrelevant items, the accuracy of recall for the task relevant 
item should decrease in the presence of distractors.   
As shown in Figure 3.3B, overall WM precision was similar between the cued 
condition, when distractors were present, and the one item condition, when 
they were replaced by a blank screen of the same time interval (Repeated 
measures ANOVA for condition and serial order, main effect of condition: 
F(1,19)=1.35, P=0.26). However, there was a significant interaction of condition 
with serial order (F(3,17)=6.11, P=0.005), with the first item in the sequence 
being remembered less precisely when followed by three subsequent 
distractors, when compared to an item followed by a matched blank delay 
(t(19)=2.95, P=0.008; Figure 3.3.B). This difference was not significant for later 
items (second: t(19)=1.6, P=0.12; third: t(19)=0.8, P=0.42; fourth: t(19)=-1.5, 
P=0.15). Therefore, subjects were capable of filtering out previous items, or one 
and two subsequent distractors, but this filtering ability was limited: three 
subsequent task-irrelevant items were sufficient to decrease WM resolution. 
As expected, WM both in the one item and in the cued condition was more 
precise when compared to the baseline condition where all four items had to be 
memorised (one item vs baseline: F(1,19)=130, P<0.001; cued vs baseline: 
F(1,19)=165, P<0.001; Figure 3.3B). 
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Figure 3.3: Experiment 2: experimental conditions and WM precision.  
A) There were three experimental conditions:  in the cueing condition (left), 
four items were displayed in sequence, but always the same one was tested 
(here, the green item); in the one item condition, a single item was presented, 
and tested after a delay period which matched in duration each of the 4 
possible serial positions of the previous conditions; and a baseline condition, 
where four items were shown and any of them could be tested with equal 
probability. 
B) WM in both cued and one item conditions is more precise than in the 
baseline condition. WM precision is lower for the first item in the cued 
condition, where there are four subsequent distractors, when compared to a 
single item without distractors (one item condition). This difference is not 
significant for the second, third, and fourth item in the sequence. 
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3.3.4 Absolute validity cue: model parameters 
The data from the three conditions in Experiment 2 were further analysed 
using the three-component probabilistic model presented in detail in the 
previous chapters. Briefly, this model assumes that loss of precision in WM can 
be attributed to Gaussian variability when responding according to the correct 
target orientation (measured by the model's concentration parameter, κ), a 
certain probability of confusing the target colour with the orientation of a non-
target – effectively misbinding visual features of different objects, with 
Gaussian error attached to these non-target responses, and lastly, a certain 
probability of responding randomly.  
The concentration parameter was significantly lower in the baseline condition, 
where all four items had to be retained in memory, than in the cued 
(F(1,19)=82.1, P<0.001; Figure 3.4A) or one item condition (F(1,19)=71.9, P<0.001; 
Figure 3.4A). This parameter did not differ significantly between the cued and 
the one item condition (F(1,19)=0.98, P=0.33; Figure 3.4A). 
Responses to the correct target orientation were more likely in the cued and 
one item conditions than in the baseline condition (one item: F(1,19)=108, 
P<0.001; cued: F(1,19)=98.6, P<0.001; Figure 3.4B). There was a small but 
significant reduction in the probability of responding to the target for first item 
in the cued condition when compared to a single item (t(19)=2.95, P=0.008; 
Figure 3.4B), although overall this parameter was not different between these 
two conditions (F(1,19)=0.029, P=0.87; Figure 3.4B).  
Interestingly, this decrease in target responses when the cued item was 
followed by three subsequent distractors (see green line in Figure 3.4B) was 
matched by a small increase in non-target responses for that first object (one-
way ANOVA for cued condition, main effect of serial order: F(3,76)=3.5, P=0.019; 
Figure 3.4C). Therefore, lower precision for the first item in this condition was 
associated with misbinding visual features of the first item with those of 
subsequent items. These ‘illusory conjunctions’ in working memory occurred 
even in the case where subsequent items were entirely task-irrelevant, but the 
effect was small. 
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Figure 3.4: Experiment 2: model parameters in each condition. 
A) The concentration parameter measuring variability of target responses is 
similar between the cued and one item conditions, and significantly lower 
(more variable responses) in the baseline condition.  
B) Responses to the correct target orientation are more likely in the cued and 
one item conditions than in the baseline condition. There is a small but 
significant reduction in the probability of responding to the target for first 
item in the cued condition when compared to a single item.  
C) Responses to the non-targets (misbinding) are more likely in the baseline 
condition. Interestingly, there is a small but significant increase in the 
probability of misbinding for first item in the cued condition when compared 
to a single item.  
D) Random responses were of low probability but higher in the one item and 
baseline conditions than in the cueing condition. 
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Non-target responses when all four items had to be memorised (baseline 
condition) were in keeping with the results presented in Chapter 1, showing 
lower probability of misbinding for the last item in the sequence, compared to 
previous items. Non-target responses were also much higher than those in the 
cued condition, where only one item had to be memorised (F(1,19)=74.1, P<0.001; 
Figure 3.4C).  
Finally, random responses were very low, albeit significantly higher in the one 
item and baseline when compared to the cueing condition (one item vs. cueing: 
F(1,19)=7.53, P=0.013; baseline vs. cueing: F(1,19)=8.29, P=0.01; Figure 3.4D). This 
parameter did not differ between one item and baseline conditions (F(1,19)=0.64, 
P=0.43; Figure 3.4D).  
 
3.3.5 Filtering index and WM precision  
To quantify the ability of each subject to filter the task-irrelevant objects out of 
WM, I calculated the ratio of WM precision for the cueing condition, over 
precision for a single item from Experiment 2. Thus a filtering ability value of 1 
would mean that individuals were able to filter out all distractors, just as if 
they had not been presented, as in the single item case. 
First, I examined correlations of this filtering index and WM precision, as well 
as with the magnitude of the recency effect (Equation 3.2). Filtering ability did 
not correlate significantly with average WM precision in the baseline condition 
(r=-0.4, P=0.78), or with WM precision for any specific serial order in this 
condition (1st item: r=-0.39, P=0.09; 2nd item: r=-0.44, P=0.052; 3rd item: r=-0.27, 
P=0.25; 4th item: r=-0.36, P=0.12).  
There was a significant positive correlation between filtering ability and the 
magnitude of the recency effect (r=0.45, P=0.048; Figure 3.5), however this 
result was driven by one participant with very high filtering ability (Figure 3.5, 
red point), and the correlation was lost when that subject was excluded from 
the analysis (r=-0.25, P=0.92).   This  subject  was  not  an  outlier  in any of the  







Figure 3.5: Correlation of filtering ability with recency. 
A significant correlation between WM precision and magnitude of the recency 
effect was driven by a single subject with high filtering ability (red point). The 
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other analyses, and therefore other results (Figures 3.3, 3.4 and 3.6) have not 
been unduly influenced by this subject. 
Next, I investigated the relationship of WM precision, as quantified in 
Experiment 2, with performance in three standard tests of WM and 
intelligence: digit span, Raven's progressive matrices, and Cognitive Failures 
Questionnaire (CFQ). Individuals with higher WM precision in the baseline 
condition of Experiment 2 (where all four items displayed had to be 
memorised), scored higher in both forward (r=0.54, P=0.014; Figure 3.6A) and 
backward (r=0.58, P=0.007; Figure 3.6B) digit span.  
There was also a positive correlation between WM precision from the same 
experimental condition and score in Raven's progressive matrices test (r=0.55, 
P=0.012; Figure 3.6C). However, WM precision did not correlate with CFQ (r=-
0.058, P=0.81; Figure 3.6D).  
Correlations of filtering ability and recency effect with standard WM and 
intelligence scores were also examined. Filtering ability did not correlate with 
any of the standard measures (forward digit span: r=-0.16, P=0.49; backward 
digit span: r=-0.13, P=0.59; Raven's matrices: r=-0.12, P=0.62; CFQ: r=-0.1, 
P=0.68). No correlation was observed between recency effect magnitude and 
any of the WM and intelligence scores (forward digit span: r=-0.18, P=0.46; 
backward digit span: r=-0.42, P=0.066; Raven's matrices: r=-0.11, P=0.64; CFQ: 
r=-0.06, P=0.8).  






Figure 3.6: Correlations of WM precision with WM and intelligence.  
Visual WM precision correlates significantly with forward (A) and backward 
(B) digit span, and Raven's Progressive Matrices score (C). No significant 
correlation was observed between WM precision and CFQ score (D).  
 





In the two experiments discussed in this Chapter, I examined the effects of 
predictive cueing on memory precision for the orientation of sequentially 
presented objects. The results of Experiment 1 indicate an uneven distribution 
of memory resources to the advantage of more frequently tested – and therefore 
more task-relevant – objects, over less frequently probed items in the sequence.  
Note that the relative gain in precision for cued items here did not depend on 
their order in the sequence, and the relative cost was distributed between all of 
the ‘uncued’ items, both to those preceded by the cued item and to those 
followed by it. This novel finding is in keeping with a flexible memory resource, 
which can be dynamically allocated according to an item’s behavioural priority, 
not only in space (Bays and Husain, 2008), but also across time. 
An alternative explanation to distributing memory resources according to task 
relevance could implicate involuntary attentional effects. Numerous studies 
have shown that following an attended visual target, processing of subsequent 
visual information becomes impaired for several milliseconds, a phenomenon 
widely known as attentional blink (AB; Reeves and Sperling, 1986; Shapiro et 
al., 1997b; Marois et al., 2000). However, the loss of precision for the non-cued 
items in the results presented here cannot be explained by AB, as, firstly, 
stimuli were presented outside the time frame in which AB has been previously 
observed, typically 180-270ms (Raymond et al., 1995; Shapiro et al., 1997b), 
and, secondly, loss of precision was not limited to the item that followed the 
cued one; instead, all the less task-relevant items, both prior and after the cued 
one, suffered loss of memory resolution (Figure 3.1B).  
What are the cognitive mechanisms behind the preferential distribution of 
memory resources to more important items across time? An insight can be 
offered by modelling responses according to whether they cluster around the 
target orientation, around the orientation of non-target items, or follow a 
random distribution (Bays et al., 2009; also see Paragraph 2.2.3 for 
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methodological details). This analysis revealed that cueing reduced non-target 
responses, suggesting more effective binding between orientation and colour 
(Figure 3.2C). The opposite did not seem to be the case, however, for the less 
task-relevant, ‘uncued’, items; reduced WM precision for these objects was 
better explained by an increase in random responses (Figure 3.2D), which 
could be attributed to incomplete encoding of these objects’ individual visual 
features.   
Therefore, the enhancement of memory precision for cued items and the 
corresponding reduction in precision for the ‘uncued’ ones may depend on two 
separable underlying processes: firstly, feature binding becomes more effective 
for better attended objects, which are protected from illusory conjunctions; 
secondly, individual features of ‘uncued’ items, receiving less attention, seem to 
be incompletely encoded. These findings extend previous results from 
behavioural research on working memory of simultaneously presented objects. 
Firstly, landmark studies have suggested that feature binding demands 
resources and requires active attentional focus (Wheeler and Treisman, 2002; 
Allen et al., 2006b). According to the influential Feature Integration Theory 
(FIT), individual features of visual objects are perceived independently during 
a pre-attentive stage, but focused attention is necessary in order to form an 
effective conjunction between an object’s features (Treisman and Gelade, 1980; 
Treisman and Schmidt, 1982; Treisman, 1996). Secondly, recent results 
specified that, filtering of task-irrelevant items, which determines individual 
differences in WM performance, takes place during encoding rather than 
during maintenance in memory (Linke et al., 2011). Extending these findings 
in sequentially presented objects, I argue that effective voluntary allocation of 
WM resources across time depends on two parallel processes: improved visual 
feature binding, which is maintained across time for more important, better 
attended objects, and halting of encoding of visual features of less task-relevant 
items at the pre-attentive stage. 
The results discussed so far illustrate a remarkable capability of working 
memory systems for voluntary attentional selection across time, depending on 
task-relevance. However, as suggested previously for simultaneously presented 
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items (Cowan and Morey, 2006), this filtering capacity is not unlimited. The 
results from Experiment 2 show that some irrelevant information is 
accumulated during a sequence of visual objects, causing a small but 
significant decline in memory precision for a target followed by four task-
irrelevant distractors, when compared to a single item tested after the same 
time interval (Figure 3.3B).  
The three-component model discussed above was applied once more to explore 
these limitations in voluntary selection. This analysis suggests that the small 
decline in WM precision for one target with three subsequent distractors can be 
attributed to a significant extent to failure in feature binding (Figure 3.4C). 
However, note that random variability, although accounting for a very small 
proportion of responses, was also significantly higher in the presence of task-
irrelevant distractors, when compared to the single item condition, suggesting 
that not all loss of WM precision in the presence of distractors can be 
attributed to non-target responses (Figure 3.4C).   
Using a neural measure of filtering ability, based on event-related potentials  
(ERP), previous authors have shown that the ability to keep task-irrelevant 
items out of WM when presented simultaneously with task-relevant targets 
differs between individuals and determines WM capacity (Vogel and 
Machizawa, 2004; Vogel et al., 2005). Here, I used a behavioural index of 
filtering ability (Paragraph 3.3.2). This filtering index is intended as a measure 
of how WM precision for each individual was affected by the presence of 
distracting, task-irrelevant items as opposed to a condition where distractors 
were absent. Surprisingly, there was no significant correlation between this 
filtering measure and WM precision. This result, however, may have been 
confounded by technical limitations, as discussed in the following paragraph.  
WM capacity has been thought to account to a great extent for individual 
differences in general intelligence (Kyllonen and Christal, 1990; Conway et al., 
2003). More recent data have casted doubt over this relationship, suggesting 
instead that it is individual differences in filtering and voluntary selection, 
rather than WM capacity itself, that determine differences in measures of 
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intelligence (Cusack et al., 2009). The results from Experiment 2 suggest that 
WM precision correlated with standard measures of WM and intelligence 
(Paragraph 3.3.5, Figure 3.6), but WM filtering index did not. While this comes 
in apparent contrast with the recent data discussed above, it may simply 
reflect the fact that filtering ability as defined here is a less robust measure 
than WM precision. Indeed, values >1 for the filtering index, suggesting worse 
performance on the single item versus the four item (out of which only one was 
task-relevant) condition, are difficult to interpret within the context of 
voluntary WM selection, and may instead represent higher general alertness in 
the multiple item condition. Therefore, WM precision shows a robust 
correlation with three of the four standard intelligence measures studied, 
confirming previous data that used different WM measures in simultaneous 
tasks (Baddeley, 1992; Fry and Hale, 1996; Conway et al., 2003; Jaeggi et al., 
2008), but the lack of correlation of the filtering index with WM precision and 
standard measures of intelligence may have been driven by confounding 
factors, such as a difference in general alertness between experimental 
conditions. 
In conclusion, the results presented in this Chapter suggest a remarkable, but 
not unlimited, capability of WM systems for voluntary distribution of resources 
according to task-relevance, across time. Further analysis using a generative 
model revealed that enhanced WM precision for more important, better 
attended items and reduced memory resolution for less important ones depend 











Hemispatial neglect is a common and disabling disorder, most pronounced and 
long-lasting after right-hemisphere stroke. Up to two thirds of such patients 
manifest neglect in the acute phase (Stone et al., 1991; Bowen et al., 1999), and 
a significant proportion of these patients develop enduring, chronic neglect, a 
well-recognised negative prognostic indicator for functional independence 
following stroke (Denes et al., 1982; Fullerton et al., 1988; Kalra et al., 1997; 
Jehkonen et al., 2000; Cherney et al., 2001). Neglect patients demonstrate a 
striking difficulty to acknowledge or respond to people or objects to the left, and 
are often oblivious of their existence, even in the absence of a primary sensory 
deficit (Stone and Greenwood, 1991; Parton et al., 2004). In contrast to primary 
sensory deficits, such as left homonymous hemianopia, in neglect there is no 
clear-cut demarcation of the spatial deficit on a vertical meridian, but rather a 
gradient of unawareness, which becomes gradually more profound for stimuli 
located further towards the contralesional (usually left) side. Importantly, this 
gradient is not fixed, but it depends on the number and relative salience of 
stimuli competing for attention, with leftward neglect worsening as the number 
of stimuli on the right increases (Kaplan et al., 1991; Smania et al., 1998; Bays 
et al., 2010; Gorgoraptis and Husain, 2011; Schnider et al., 2011).  
Rather than being a unitary disorder, neglect consists of several component 
deficits, which are not necessarily specific to the syndrome, but in combination 
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contribute to exacerbate its severity (Stone et al., 1998; Parton et al., 2004; 
Bartolomeo, 2007). Neglect can cause spatial biases at the personal, peri-
personal, and extra-personal frame of reference, and even in representational 
space during mental imagery (Bisiach and Luzzatti, 1978; Pouget and Driver, 
2000). Extending beyond the visual domain, it can affect awareness of auditory 
(Heilman and Valenstein, 1972; De Renzi et al., 1989) and somatosensory 
information (Vallar et al., 1991; Valenza et al., 2003). Independently of sensory 
awareness, it can result in a directional motor bias away from the 
contralesional side, causing difficulty in initiating leftward eye or hand 
movements (Laplane and Degos, 1983; Mattingley et al., 1998; Husain et al., 
2000).  
Crucially, these lateralised deficits may not be sufficient to explain some 
behavioural deficits that are characteristic in neglect, and several non-
lateralised components of the syndrome have been proposed (Husain and 
Rorden, 2003; Buxbaum et al., 2004; Husain and Nachev, 2007). For instance, 
the ability to sustain attention to non-lateralised stimuli over an extended 
period of time is specifically impaired in neglect patients, and this deficit 
predicts performance on standard tests of neglect (Robertson et al., 1997) and 
follows the clinical course of lateralised aspects of the syndrome (Hjaltason et 
al., 1996). Impairment in non-lateralised selective attention has also been 
demonstrated: when displaying a sequential stream of targets and non-targets, 
the ability to detect a second stimulus following an attended target is impaired 
typically for 180-270ms in healthy individuals, a phenomenon known as 
Attentional Blink (AB) (Raymond et al., 1992; Shapiro et al., 1997b). The AB 
has been shown to be severely protracted, up to 1200ms, in neglect patients 
(Husain et al., 1997).  
Impaired spatial working memory (WM) is another important component of 
neglect that need not be lateralised. Spatial WM deficits have been 
demonstrated in modified visual search tasks in which, when feedback 
regarding which items had been found was removed, neglect patients tended to 
revisit targets they had already identified (Wojciulik et al., 2001; Mannan et 
al., 2005; Parton et al., 2006) and regarded previously fixated targets as new 
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(Husain et al., 2001), indicating a deficit in remembering target locations 
across saccades. A study using a vertical equivalent of the Corsi blocks task 
demonstrated more directly a non-lateralised deficit in spatial WM: neglect 
patients were impaired in remembering locations of stimuli on a vertical array, 
and this deficit correlated inversely with performance on visual search tasks 
(Malhotra et al., 2005).  
Is this non-lateralised working memory deficit purely spatial, i.e. specific to 
remembering object locations, or does it extend to other object properties, such 
as colour or shape?  A study using a change detection task to probe working 
memory for location, colour, or shape in a small number of neglect patients 
compared detection of a change in any of these attributes with and without a 1s 
inter-stimulus interval (ISI) between the encoding and test arrays (Pisella et 
al., 2004). This study identified a deficit in memory for location, but not colour 
or shape. However, it is possible that the choice of task may have concealed 
deficits in WM for colour and shape due to incomplete encoding, especially of 
more leftward stimuli: indeed, even in the 0s ISI condition, which did not 
require WM, colour and shape changes were identified with only 70-80% 
accuracy, while the more salient location changes were identified with >90% 
accuracy, raising the possibility that the lack of significant difference with the 
1s ISI condition for colour or shape represented a floor effect.  
The question whether the non-lateralised working memory deficit in neglect is 
purely spatial or it extends to object attributes other than location, therefore 
remains. Furthermore, two important questions on WM in neglect have not 
been evaluated in previous studies: firstly, whether there is a specific 
impairment in the ability to update WM in time to accommodate further items, 
and, secondly, whether there is an impairment in voluntary control over WM 
resources based on task relevance.  
In the present Chapter, I address these issues using modified versions of the 
sequential tasks described in Chapters 2 and 3. To investigate non-spatial WM 
precision and its updating across time, 1-3 stimuli were presented centrally, in 
sequence, subjects had to memorise the orientation and colour of each object, 
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and adjust the orientation of one of them, identified by its colour, from memory. 
I compared WM precision between neglect patients following right-hemisphere 
stroke, right-hemisphere stroke patients who did not manifest neglect on 
standard bedside tests, and healthy control subjects. To investigate the role of 
voluntary control over WM resources in neglect, I examined the effect of 
predictive cueing in each of the above groups, using a task which was 
introduced in Chapter 3.  
Considerable effort has been made to understand the neural correlates of the 
neglect syndrome and, based on this understanding, to make inferences on the 
neural substrate of the syndrome’s component cognitive processes in the 
human brain (Corbetta and Shulman, 2011). Lesion analysis indicates that 
neglect is typically caused by large right middle cerebral artery (MCA) territory 
strokes affecting the right posterior and inferior parietal lobe, including the 
angular gyrus (Heilman et al., 1983; Vallar and Perani, 1986; Vallar, 2001; 
Mort et al., 2003; Vandenberghe et al., 2012). However, the syndrome can also 
result from focal lesions in the right inferior frontal lobe (Husain and Kennard, 
1996) or subcortical structures such as the basal ganglia and thalamus 
(Damasio et al., 1980; Cambier et al., 1982; Karnath et al., 2002), for example 
in MCA strokes which do not involve the posterior parietal cortex. Neglect can 
also arise from posterior cerebral artery (PCA) distribution strokes, especially 
those affecting the medial temporal lobe (Mort et al., 2003). Other studies, 
using diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) tractography or intra-operative electrical 
stimulation, indicated that neglect can result from damage to, or inactivation of 
white matter pathways, such as the superior longitudinal fasciculus (SLF) 
connecting posterior parietal and frontal cortical areas (Thiebaut de Schotten 
et al., 2005; Urbanski et al., 2008, 2011; Shinoura et al., 2009).  
It is therefore becoming apparent that there is no simple association between 
neglect and a single brain region. Rather, neglect arises from disruption to a 
complex network when one, or several, of its cortical or subcortical nodes, or 
the white matter connections between them, are lesioned (Singh-Curry et al., 
2008). In keeping with this idea, fMRI studies in neglect have shown disrupted 
functional connectivity (He et al., 2007), and abnormal patterns of activation in 
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structurally intact nodes (Corbetta et al., 2005) of dorsal and ventral 
frontoparietal networks which have a proposed role in goal-directed and 
stimulus-driven control of attention (Corbetta and Shulman, 2002).  
However, as outlined above, neglect is not a unitary disorder and it does not 
present with the same combination of component cognitive deficits in every 
patient. Therefore, it can be hypothesised that damage to different parts of a 
complex network produces different combinations of cognitive deficits. Indeed, 
lesion studies on some of these component deficits in neglect support this 
hypothesis (Husain et al., 2000; Committeri et al., 2007; Bays et al., 2010; 
Verdon et al., 2010). The lesional correlates of non-spatial WM and its 
voluntary control have not been examined previously in this context. To 
identify damaged brain areas, associated with loss of WM precision or 
insensitivity to predictive cueing, in the present Chapter, I carried out a Voxel-
based Lesion-Symptom Mapping (VLSM) study in a group of right hemisphere 
stroke patients, taking into account their performance in standard visual 
search tasks.  





Visual neglect patients and non-neglect stroke controls 
18 patients with a clinically defined stroke affecting the right cerebral 
hemisphere were recruited from the Acute Brain Injury Unit, the Neuro-
Rehabilitation Unit and general neurology clinics at The National Hospital for 
Neurology and Neurosurgery. Patients with previous neurological or 
psychiatric conditions or other acute concomitant illnesses that could confound 
cognitive assessment were not included. All patients underwent clinical 
assessment for hemispatial neglect, which included line bisection from the 
Behavioural Inattention Test battery (Wilson et al., 1987), and two standard 
visual search tasks: the Mesulam shape cancellation (Mesulam, 2000), and the 
bells cancellation task (Gauthier et al., 1989). Based on this assessment, I 
defined a group of 9 patients who manifested clinically significant neglect on 
standard bedside tests ('neglect group'), and a group of 9 stroke patients in 
whom neglect was not discernible using these tests ('stroke controls group'). 
Patients were included in the neglect group if they manifested a rightward bias 
of 10% or more in at least one neglect test.  
Healthy controls 
11 age-matched healthy control subjects with no history of neurological or 
psychiatric illness were also recruited.  
The study was approved by The National Hospital for Neurology and 
Neurosurgery and Institute of Neurology Local Research Ethics Committee. All 
study participants provided written informed consent. 
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4.2.2 Behavioural tests 
Sequential WM task 
All stroke patients and healthy controls were tested in a modified version of the 
sequential WM precision task (Gorgoraptis et al., 2011), described in Chapter 
2. In this task, presented in Figure 4.2A, each trial consisted of a sequence of 
one to three coloured bars presented consecutively at the centre of a computer 
screen; the orientation and colour of each bar had to be memorised and one of 
the bars was presented at a random orientation at the end of each sequence. 
Subjects had to adjust the orientation of the probe as accurately as possible 
from memory using a response dial (Griffin Technology).  
The experimental parameters were as described in Chapter 2, with the 
following differences: here, there was a maximum of three stimuli per sequence 
(i.e. sequences could contain one, two or three bars) and presentation was on a 
15 inch laptop monitor at an approximate viewing distance of 50 cm. Patients 
controlled the response device with their ipsilesional (right) hand. Neglect 
patients completed an average (±SD) of 136 (±55) trials, stroke controls an 
average (±SD) of 128 (±43) trials, and each healthy control performed 240 trials 
from this task.    
Sequential WM task with predictive cueing 
Stroke patients and healthy controls also participated in a modified version of 
the sequential WM task where one of the items was cued (Gorgoraptis et al., 
2011). The task is described in detail in Chapter 3. In the version used here 
(Figure 4.5), stroke patients and healthy controls were presented with 
sequences of three items, different in colour and orientation. As in the previous 
task, one of the colours was probed at the end of each sequence, at a random 
orientation, and subjects were asked to adjust the item's orientation from 
memory. However in this task, one of the colours, which was present in all 
trials and fixed for each subject, was predictively cued by being probed with 
increased frequency, in 66.7% of the trials versus 16.7% for each of the other 
colours in the sequence.  
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Here, I measured the effect of predicitive cueing on memory, by comparing 
memory precision for the cued item versus precision for the uncued ones. The 
rest of the experimental parameters were as described in the previous 
paragraph for the sequential WM precision task. Neglect patients completed an 
average (±SD) of 96 (±54) trials, stroke controls an average (±SD) of 131 (±37) 
trials, and healthy controls completed 200 trials from this task. 
Perceptual / motor control task 
To ensure that all subjects were able to use the response device, and to control 
for the potentially confounding elements of visual perception of the stimuli and 
visuo-motor coordination when responding, a control task was performed in all 
participants before testing on the sequential WM task.  
In this control task, presented in Figure 4.1A, a single target bar was 
presented, at a random orientation, at screen centre. One second later, a probe 
bar of the same colour was presented at random orientation just above the first 
item, 5° of visual angle above the screen centre, on the vertical meridian. While 
the target item was always present on the screen, subjects were asked to adjust 
the orientation of the probe bar to match the target, using the same response 
device as in the tasks described above. 
 
4.2.3 Behavioural analysis 
Neglect tests 
The variables obtained from the neglect tests included the signed value of 
deviation from the midline for line bisection (positive for rightward and 
negative for leftward deviation), the total number of targets found in the bells 
and Mesulam shape cancellation tasks, and an index of lateralisation of targets 
found, RL, for each cancellation task, defined as follows:   
RL = (NR-NL)/(NR+NL)                                                                                         (4.1) 
where NR  is the number of targets found on the right half of the testing sheet,  
and NL  the number of targets found on the left. As follows from Equation 4.1, 
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L=0 would correspond to an equal number of targets identified on either side, 
and the greater the signed value of L, the more severe the rightward bias in 
visual search.  
 
WM precision 
Memory precision was calculated as described in Chapter 2, based on previous 
studies using the fidelity of recall of a visual stimulus as a sensitive index of 
resolution in visual memory (Alvarez and Cavanagh, 2004; Bays and Husain, 
2008; Bays et al., 2009, 2011b; Zokaei et al., 2011; Gorgoraptis et al., 2011). 
Briefly, for each trial, the angular deviation between the orientation reported 
by the subject and the correct orientation of the target bar in the preceding 
sequence was obtained, and precision was calculated as the reciprocal of the 
circular (Fisher, 1993) SD of error across trials (1/σ). As previously (Chapter 2), 
the value expected for chance was subtracted; therefore a precision value of 
zero corresponds to responding at random.  
Hypotheses regarding the effects of experimental parameters (number of items, 
order in sequence, cueing) on precision, and differences in precision between 
groups (neglect, stroke controls, healthy controls), were tested by ANOVA and 
t-tests, as stated in the Results. Where parametric tests were used, 
assumptions on normality and equal variances were tested using Kolmogorov-
Smirnov and Levene tests, respectively. 
Model analysis 
To quantify the contribution of different sources of error to overall precision 
estimates in each experiment, I applied a probabilistic model introduced 
previously by Bays et al. (2009), and described in detail in Chapters 1 and 2. 
Briefly, this model attributes errors on the reproduction task to (1) Gaussian 
variability in memory for the target orientation; (2) a certain probability on 
each trial of misreporting one of the other, non-target, orientations in the 
sequence; and (3) a certain probability of responding with a random orientation 
not related to any of the items in the sequence. One subject (CM) from the 
stroke controls group was excluded from the model analysis due to insufficient 
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number of trials to obtain a reliable estimate of model parameters. Maximum 
likelihood estimates of each of these parameters were obtained for each subject, 
and were compared between groups using t-tests and ANOVA, as specified in 
the Results.  
Correlations between WM measures and neglect scores 
Next, I examined the possible correlation between visual neglect severity and 
measures obtained from the WM task. To this end, correlations between the 
scores obtained from standard bedside neglect tests in the neglect group, and 
measures of WM precision, cueing effect and model parameters, were tested 
using Pearson correlation coefficient. 
To test for a possible correlation between neglect severity and the effect of 
cueing on memory precision, I calculated a simple measure, RC, of this effect, 
by taking the difference in precision between the trials where the cued item 
was probed, minus those where one of the other (uncued) items was tested, 
divided by the sum of precision values in these two conditions:  
RC = (PC-PU)/(PC+PU)                                                                                                                                               (4.2) 
where PC  and PU is memory precision for the cued and uncued items, 
respectively.  
Calculation of precision values, estimation of model parameters, and data 
plotting was performed using custom Matlab scripts (Matlab R2010b, 
MathWorks). Statistical comparisons were carried out in SPSS 18 (IBM Corp.).  
 
4.2.4 Lesion mapping and analysis 
Lesion mapping 
Each patient's stroke lesion was manually delineated on 12 axial slices (z=56, 
61, 66, 69, 75, 85, 88, 92, 96, 102, 108, 120) of a standard MRI template as a 3D 
volume of interest (VOI) using MRIcron software (Rorden and Brett, 2000; 
Rorden et al., 2007), http://www.cabiatl.com/mricro/. Lesion location was 
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defined by examining each patient's clinical MRI scan (in 16 patients) or CT (in 
2 patients, in whom MRI was contraindicated / unavailable).  
Lesion volume was calculated from each patient's VOI. Differences in lesion 
volume between the neglect group and the group of stroke controls were 
examined using t-test, and correlations of lesion volume with WM precision 
and cueing index were tested in each group using Pearson correlation 
coefficient. 
Voxel-based Lesion-Symptom Mapping 
I investigated whether the behavioural results from the WM precision tasks 
and the neglect assessments were associated with lesions in specific brain 
areas in the group of all 18 patients, by applying a technique known as Voxel-
based Lesion-Symptom Mapping (VLSM) (Bates et al., 2003). The aim of this 
method is to map the relationship between brain injury and behavioural 
performance using a voxel-by-voxel approach. Specifically, for each voxel, 
patients are divided in two groups depending on whether or not the brain area 
corresponding to that voxel was lesioned. Behavioural tests are then compared 
between these groups, yelding a statistic for each voxel (Bates et al., 2003). 
VLSM examines the whole brain in such way, in order to identify the 
association between a behavioural measure and the presence or absence of 
lesion in each voxel. Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons is applied 
to account for the probability of obtaining false positive results in the context of 
a large number of statistical comparisons.  
Using the Non-Parametric Mapping (NPM) software incorporated in the 
MRIcron package (Rorden et al., 2007), I carried out a VLSM analysis in order 
to determine lesion locations that were associated with a deficit in WM 
precision, and also those that were associated with a reduced positive effect of 
cueing. However, as I hypothesised that the presence and severity of neglect as 
well as lesion volume may affect this relationship, I took these variables into 
account in my analysis. Therefore, voxelwise logistic regression was performed 
for WM precision and separately for cueing index (see Equation 4.2), using 
total scores in the bells and Mesulam tests as well as lesion volume as 
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regressors. In other words, this analysis aims to identify voxels which, when 
lesioned, predict the values of the behavioural measures of interest (WM 
precision or cueing index), given the extent of neglect and lesion volume. 
Bonferroni correction was applied to account for multiple comparisons, as 
mentioned earlier.  
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4.3 Results 
4.3.1 Subjects' demographics 
18 stroke patients were recruited in total. 9 patients (3 female, mean age 
(±SD): 61 (±10.9) years) were included in the neglect group and 9 patients 
without neglect (4 female, mean age (±SD): 61 (±16.5) years) in the stroke 
control group. Patient demographics and neglect scores are given on Table 4.1.  
11 healthy controls (8 female, mean age (±SD): 64 (±12.7) years) took part in 
the study.  
There was no significant age difference between groups (neglect vs healthy 
controls: t(18)=-0.59, P=0.56, neglect vs stroke controls: t(18)=0.02, P=0.99, stroke 
controls vs healthy controls: t(18)=-0.51, P=0.62).  
 
4.3.2 Controlling for perceptual and motor factors 
Before participating in the sequential WM task, each subject took part in a 
simple control task, where the angle of the probe item was adjusted while the 
target item was visible on the screen (Figure 4.1A). This task does not require 
WM, and controls for any potential impairment of neglect patients in visual 
perception of the stimuli or in visuo-motor performance and motor control 
while using the response device. 
As shown in Figure 4.1B, neglect patients performed in this task as well as 
healthy controls (t(18)=0.41, P=0.68) or stroke controls (t(18)=-0.01, P=0.99). The 
performance of stroke controls in this task was also no different to that of 
healthy controls (t(18)=0.36, P=0.72).  
 
4.3.3 Comparisons of WM measures between groups  
Differences in memory precision between groups 
Next, WM precision, derived from the serial WM task with 1-3 items, was com- 
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JK 60 F Right Haem. 26 17.27 -7.6 15 1 39 0.7 
CB 81 M Right Isch. 29 4.28 6 19 0.58 8 0.86 
PT 57 M Right Isch. 52 25.56 -2.3 17 0.17 5 1 
AA 54 F Right Isch. 12 36.09 1.3 16 0.5 19 0.89 
JL 53 M Right Isch. 14 10.71 3.7 30 0.13 59 0.02 
KP 66 F Left Isch. 422 47.49 11.3 19 0.68 4 1 
AK 46 M Right Isch. 1403 65 8 12 1 14 1 
FA 58 M Right Isch. 606 36.28 8 19 0.68 27 0.85 
RF 74 M Right Haem. 190 3.55 10.3 23 0.04 49 0.1 
BH 68 M Right Isch. 38 3.54 4.3 32 0.06 58 0.03 
JC 76 M Right Haem. 73 2.16 2.6 28 0.07 60 0 
PaT 77 F Right Isch. 812 6.38 -8.67 32 0.06 58 -0.03 
AW 77 M Right Isch. 62 0.67 0.6 24 -0.08 58 0 
JS 37 F Right Isch. 67 0.31 0 34 0 60 0 
GV 53 M Left Isch. 206 16.77 -14 31 0.1 55 0.02 
CM 57 F Right Isch. 803 11.94 0.6 30 0 55 0.02 
HK 68 F Right Haem. 123 2.16 0 34 0 60 0 
GP 35 M Right Isch. 844 1.16 -0.6 31 -0.03 60 0 
Table 4.1: Patient demographic data and neglect scores.  
Patients in the neglect group are presented at the top half of the table; patients 
in the stroke control group at the bottom half.  
F: female, M: male; Haem.: Haemorrhagic stroke, Isch.: Ischaemic stroke. 






Figure 4.1: A control task for perceptual and visuomotor components of 
the WM precision task. 
A) Subjects were asked to adjust the orientation of a single item to 
match that of a target item, which was visible on the screen.  
B) Neglect patients and stroke controls performed as well as healthy 
controls in this task. 
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pared  between the three groups (neglect, stroke controls, and healthy 
controls), taking into account the number of items in the sequence. As shown in 
Figure 4.2B, WM precision was significantly lower in neglect patients when 
compared to either healthy controls (two-way ANOVA (set size x group) 
between neglect and healthy controls, main effect of group: F(1,54)=64.9, 
P<0.001), or stroke controls (two-way ANOVA between healthy and stroke 
controls, main effect of group: F(1,48)=22.5, P<0.001). The difference in WM 
precision between stroke patients without neglect and healthy controls, albeit 
smaller, was also significant (two-way ANOVA between healthy and stroke 
controls, main effect of group: F(1,54)=4.6, P=0.036). The interaction between 
group and set size (number of items in the sequence) was not significant in any 
of these comparisons.  
Differences between groups in WM updating  
A core feature of the WM task used here is that all stimuli are presented at the 
same location in space, but at different points in time. Therefore, information 
in WM has to be updated with every new item, to accommodate both this most 
recent object and all previous ones. As we saw previously, this updating process 
results in a cost in WM precision for all items prior to the most recent one 
(Chapter 2; see also Gorgoraptis et al., 2011), accounting for the recency effect 
in WM.  
To examine differences between neglect patients, stroke controls and healthy 
controls in WM updating across sequentially presented objects, I compared WM 
precision between these groups taking into account the serial order of the 
tested item in each sequence length.  
Crucially, as seen in Figure 4.3A, neglect patients were profoundly impaired in 
retaining even a single item in memory, when compared to healthy controls 
(t(18)=-4.9, P<0.001) or stroke controls (t(16)=-3.6, P=0.002).  
Stroke patients without neglect, however, could remember a single item, or the 
most recent item in a sequence of two or three objects as precisely as healthy 
controls (one item: t(18)=0.6, P=0.58; 2nd of two items: t(18)=-0.6, P=0.58; 3rd of 
three items: t(18)=-0.2, P=0.87; Figure 4.3A-C). Conversely, previous items (the 
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Figure 4.2: WM precision in neglect patients, stroke patients without 
neglect, and healthy individuals.  
A) 1-3 coloured bars, each with different colour and orientation were 
presented at the screen centre. One of these objects (in this case, the 2nd 
item) was randomly probed at the end of the sequence, and subjects 
had to adjust its orientation from memory.  
B) WM precision for any sequence length up to three items is 
significantly lower in neglect patients (in red) than in healthy controls 
(in black) or stroke controls without neglect (in green). WM in stroke 
controls is also significantly less accurate than in healthy controls, 
although to a much lesser extent when compared to the marked WM 
impairment observed in neglect.  












Figure 4.3: WM precision for each serial 
position compared between 
groups.  
WM precision for a single item (A) or for 
each serial position in sequences of two 
(B) or three items (C).  
Stroke controls (in green) performed as 
well as healthy controls (in black) when 
recalling a single (A) or the most recent 
item (B-C), but remembered earlier 
items in the sequence less precisely than 
healthy controls (B-C). 
Neglect patients' WM precision (in red) 
was significantly lower than that of 
healthy or stroke controls also for the 
most recent item in a sequence or even 
for a single object (A-C).  
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first out of two or the first and second out of three objects) were recalled by 
stroke controls with lower precision than by healthy controls (1st of two items: 
t(18)=-2.4, P=0.025; 2nd and 3rd of three items: F(1,36)=14.6, P=0.001; Figure 4.3B-
C). 
Neglect patients' WM for the most recent item in sequences of two or three 
objects was also markedly lower in comparison to healthy controls (2nd of two 
items: t(18)=-3.03, P=0.007; 3rd of three items: t(18)=-4.1, P=0.001) or stroke 
controls (2nd of two items: t(16)=-2.9, P=0.011; 3rd of three items: t(16)=-2.9, 
P=0.009).  
As demonstrated in the control experiment, performance of neglect patients 
cannot be explained by perceptual or motor components of the WM task 
(Paragraph 4.3.2 and Figure 4.1), and therefore it can be better accounted for 
by a profound WM impairment, extending to the most recent object in a 
sequence, or even to a single item. Additionally, an unusual response behaviour 
was observed qualitatively in several of the neglect patients, who tended 
rotated the probe several times before deciding on a final response.  
 
4.3.4 A probabilistic model of the sources of error  
A probabilistic model was applied to responses in the sequential WM task, 
assuming three potential sources of error in the subjects' memory estimates: (1) 
Gaussian variability when responding to the target orientation, (2) a certain 
probability (with the same Gaussian variability attached to it) of responding to 
one of the non-target orientations, due to associating erroneously the target 
colour with the orientation of a non-target item, and (3) a probability of 
responding randomly. Each of these parameters was computed for each subject 
and each number of items in the sequence, and they were compared between 
neglect patients, stroke controls, and healthy controls. 
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Figure 4.4: A probabilistic model of the sources of error in WM, in patients, 
stroke patients without neglect, and healthy individuals.  
The concentration parameter describing the variability of non-random 
responses is similar between neglect patients (in red), stroke controls (in 
green) and healthy controls (in black) (A). Neglect patients were less likely to 
produce responses centred around the target orientation than stroke controls 
or healthy controls (B). When compared to the control groups, a larger 
proportion of neglect patients' responses were centred around the orientation 
of a non-target (C), or were random (D). 
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The probability of responses centred around the correct target orientation was 
significantly different between groups (F(2,75)=19.9, P<0.001, Figure 4.4B), with 
neglect patients being less likely to respond using the correct target orientation 
than healthy controls (F(1,54)=38.3, P<0.001, Figure 4.4B) or stroke patients 
without neglect (F(1,45)=9.4, P=0.004, Figure 4.4B). 
In parallel, the probability of responding to a non-target orientation, or, in 
other words, of misbinding the target colour with the orientation of a non-
target, was significantly higher in neglect than in healthy controls (F(1,54)=4.6, 
P=0.037, Figure 4.4C), but it was similar between neglect patients and stroke 
controls  (F(1,45)=4.6, P=0.24, Figure 4.4C), as well as between stroke controls 
and healthy participants (F(1,51)=1.6, P=0.21, Figure 4.4C). 
Variability of non-random responses (i.e. variability of responses to the target 
or to a non-target item) did not differ significantly between groups (two-way 
ANOVA group x number of items, main effect of group: F(2,75)=0.59, P=0.56, 
Figure 4.4A), although the data for the neglect group were particularly noisy 
for 3 items.  
Finally, the probability of responding at random differed significantly between 
groups (F(2,75)=10, P<0.001, Figure 4.4D), with a significantly greater proportion 
of neglect patients' responses best explained by simple guessing when 
compared to healthy controls (F(1,54)=18.4, P<0.001, Figure 4.4D) or stroke 
controls  (F(1,45)=4.2, P=0.045, Figure 4.4D). Of note, stroke controls also showed 
more frequent random responses in comparison to healthy controls (F(1,51)=6.1, 
P=0.017, Figure 4.4D), albeit to a smaller extent than neglect patients.  
 
4.3.5 Differences between groups in cueing effects  
Group differences in effects of predictive cueing on WM precision  
In a further experiment, I examined the subjects' ability to prioritise an object 
which had been predictively cued, and therefore had higher relevance to the 
task, and compared the effect of predictive cueing on WM precision between 
neglect patients, healthy controls and stroke patients without neglect.   




Figure 4.5: Ineffective predictive cueing in neglect. 
A) 3 coloured bars were presented in sequence; one of these items (in this 
case, the red bar), was predictively cued, by being probed with higher 
frequency than any one of the other 'uncued' items.  
Predictive cueing is ineffective in neglect patients (B) even though it enhances 
WM precision significantly in healthy controls (C) or stroke patients without 
neglect (D). 
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Figure 4.6: Effects of predictive cueing on model parameters in each group. 
A) Variability of responses to targets or non-targets was not affected by 
predictive cueing in any of the groups. 
B) Responses to the correct target orientation were more probable when the 
target was cued, significantly so in healthy controls and stroke patients 
without neglect. 
C) Differences between conditions in the non-target responses were not 
significant in any of the groups. 
D) Cueing was associated with a decrease in the probability of responding at 
random, but only in healthy controls and in patients without neglect; neglect 
patients were equally likely to guess in both conditions.   
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Predictive cueing increased WM precision significantly in both healthy controls 
(two-way ANOVA - cueing condition x serial order: F(1,60)=8.1, P=0.006, Figure 
4.5C) and stroke patients without neglect (F(1,48)=15.7, P<0.001, Figure 4.5D). 
However, in neglect patients, WM precision was not affected by cueing 
(F(1,48)=0.15, P=0.69, Figure 4.5A). 
I also calculated a simple index to measure the magnitude of the effect of 
predictive cueing (Paragraph 4.2.3, Equation 4.2).  This cueing index differed 
significantly between neglect patients and stroke controls (t(16)=2.9, P=0.01) 
and it was similar between the two control groups (t(18)=1.7, P=0.097), but it 
was not significantly different between neglect patients and controls  (t(18)=1.7, 
P=0.11). 
Modulation of the model parameters by cueing in each group 
In addition to examining differences between groups in WM precision, I also 
applied the same generative model used in the previous experiment (Paragraph 
4.3.4), separately for responses to cued and to 'uncued' items.  
As shown in Figure 4.6A, there were no significant differences in the 
variability of responses between cued and uncued items in any of the three 
groups (healthy controls: t(10) =-0.96, P=0.36; stroke controls: t(6) =0.33, P=0.75; 
neglect patients: t(8) =-0.09, P=0.92).  
Responses to the target orientation were more probable when the target item  
was cued (healthy controls: t(10) =2.4, P=0.038; stroke controls: t(6) =4.03, 
P=0.007, Figure 4.6B), although in neglect that difference was of borderline 
significance (t(8) =2.23, P=0.056).  
In both healthy and stroke control groups, this difference was predominantly 
accounted for by an increase in the random responses for the uncued items 
(healthy controls: t(10) =1.44, P=0.18; stroke controls: t(6) =3.65, P=0.011, Figure 
4.6D), rather than by a change in non-target responses (healthy controls: t(10) 
=1.44, P=0.18; stroke controls: t(6) =3.65, P=0.064, Figure 4.6C), in keeping with 
previous results in a similar task in healthy individuals (Chapter 3; see also 
Gorgoraptis et al., 2011).  
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Conversely, in the neglect group, there was no difference in random responses 
between cued and uncued conditions (t(6) =0.55, P=0.599, Figure 4.6D), and an 
increase in non-target responses for uncued items (Figure 4.6C) was not 
significant (t(6) =1.52, P=0.17).  
 
4.3.5 Correlations between WM measures and neglect scores in patients  
Next, I examined whether, in the neglect group, WM precision and cueing 
index correlated with neglect scores. 
There was no significant correlation of WM precision with deviation in the line 
bisection test (r=-0.22, P=0.56). WM precision did not correlate with either the 
total number of targets found or their lateralisation in either the bells 
cancellation task (r=-0.14, P=0.72; r=-0.17, P=0.66) or the Mesulam test (r=-
0.03, P=0.94; r=-0.09, P=0.81). 
No significant correlation was observed between the cueing index and any of 
the neglect scores (line bisection deviation: r=0.07, P=0.85; bells total targets: 
r=-0.10, P=0.79; bells lateralisation: r=0.35, P=0.36; Mesulam total targets: r=-
0.29, P=0.45; Mesulam lateralisation: r=-0.22, P=0.57).  
  
4.3.6 Lesion volume 
Lesion plots of neglect patients and stroke patients without neglect are 
presented in Figure 4.7A and B, respectively. Lesion volume in the neglect 
group was significantly larger than in stroke controls (t(16)=3.1, P=0.007).  
To test the hypothesis that patients' performance on the WM tasks can be 
simply explained by the extent of their brain damage, I examined whether 
lesion volume correlated with WM precision and cueing index, in the two 
patient groups. In neglect patients, lesion volume did not correlate with WM 
precision (r=-0.39, P=0.30) or cueing index (r=0.35, P=0.35). In stroke controls, 
there was a negative correlation of borderline significance between lesion  








Figure 4.7: Lesion maps in neglect patients and stroke controls. 
Colour values represent number of patients in whom a given voxel was 
lesioned. Radiological convention is used (right hemisphere displayed on the 
left of image); all lesions are right-sided (R: right; L: left). 
A) Lesion overlap of the 9 patients with clinically significant neglect.  
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volume and WM precision (r=-0.67, P=0.048), but no significant correlation 
between lesion volume and cueing index (r=0.55, P=0.13).   
4.3.7 Voxel-based Lesion-Symptom Mapping  
Next, using VLSM, I sought to identify the brain areas, lesions in which were 
specifically associated with a decrease in WM precision, and separately, those 
which, when lesioned, predicted the effect of cueing, in the entire group of 18 
patients. For this analysis, I took into account each subject’s performance in 
visual search (bells and Mesulam cancellation task scores), as well as lesion 
volume. 
The results of this analysis are presented in Figure 4.8. Regions in the right 
inferior frontal gyrus and insula, as well as subcortical structures, including 
the globus pallidus, putamen and caudate, predicted WM precision (in red). 
Conversely, the effect of cueing (in blue) was associated with a region in the 
angular gyrus of the right inferior parietal lobule, an area in the right 
premotor cortex in proximity to the frontal eye field (FEF), and white matter 
areas, several of which may overlap with the SLF.  
Note the relative paucity of parietal involvement in determining the effect on 
WM precision and the posterior parietal predominance with regard to cueing 
response. Remarkably, there was no overlap between regions of interest 
determining WM precision and those associated with response to predictive 
cueing (Figure 4.8 – if present, overlap areas would appear in purple).  
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Figure 4.8: VLSM results for WM precision and effect of cueing. 
Images are presented in radiological convention (right hemisphere on left of 
figure); all regions of interest (ROIs) are right-sided (R: right; L: left). 
Brain regions predicting WM precision (in red) include the right inferior 
frontal gyrus (IFG), insula, basal ganglia (globus pallidus, putamen, caudate) 
and frontal white matter areas in proximity to these areas.  
Brain regions that predict the effect of cueing (in blue) include the right 
angular gyrus (Ang), right frontal eye field (FEF), and subcortical areas 
several of which are in keeping with the location of the superior longitudinal 
fasciculus (SLF).     
There is no overlap between the regions of interest relating to WM precision 
and those associated with cue effect (overlap areas would appear in purple in 
this figure).  
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This is the first study demonstrating a non-lateralised WM deficit for a visual 
attribute other than location, in this case for orientation, in neglect. WM 
precision for orientation was profoundly impaired in neglect patients, even for 
a single item, when compared to healthy controls or stroke patients without 
clinically identifiable neglect. Stroke patients without neglect also performed 
significantly worse than healthy age-matched controls, but this was a mild 
impairment, in contrast to the striking, profound WM deficit affecting the 
neglect group (Figure 4.2). Therefore, although not exclusive to neglect, the 
deficit in WM precision for orientation was far more pronounced in patients 
with a significant lateralised deficit in standard neglect tests.  
Neglect patients often manifest striking deficits in visual perception and 
visuomotor control (Driver and Mattingley, 1998). Therefore, it might be argued 
that the profoundly impaired performance of neglect patients in this task does 
not represent a WM deficit, but rather simply a perceptual impairment, or a 
visuomotor difficulty when manipulating the response dial. The results on the 
control experiment (Figure 4.1) show that when the target item remained 
visible while responding, both stroke controls and neglect patients were 
unimpaired on this task, suggesting that the results from the sequential task 
reflect a true impairment in WM precision.  
WM precision in the neglect group was profoundly impaired, close to 
responding at random even for only one item (Figure 4.2B), therefore it is not 
possible to draw conclusions on WM updating with subsequent items.  
Conversely, stroke patients without neglect performed as well as healthy 
controls when recalling a single item, or the most recent of two or three items 
(Figure 4.3). In contrast, WM precision for previous items was significantly 
lower than in healthy controls, suggesting impairment in active maintenance 
in WM of items that were no longer attended in stroke patients without 
neglect.  
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Subjects’ responses were also examined using a generative model which 
assumes responses are distributed with a certain concentration either around 
the target, or a non-target, or drawn from a random distribution (Bays et al., 
2009; Gorgoraptis et al., 2011; also see Chapter 2 for more details on this 
model). A large proportion of neglect patients’ responses were either centred on 
non-targets or distributed randomly. This suggests that misbinding between 
visual features (i.e. colour of a target being erroneously associated with 
orientation of a non-target) may explain some of the responses, but it is not the 
sole contributor to the poor WM performance in this group.  
When voluntary attention was manipulated by predictive cueing (Figure 4.5), 
WM precision for cued items of any order in the sequence improved in stroke 
patients without neglect, in a similar way to healthy controls. Remarkably, 
however, neglect patients did not respond to predictive cueing. Although this 
result may in part be explained by the profound WM impairment even for a 
single item in this group, it could also indicate a non-spatial deficit in 
reallocating attentional resources voluntarily across time in neglect. This 
would also be keeping with previously recognised deficits in detection of 
behaviourally relevant stimuli, which need not be lateralised, in neglect 
(Husain et al., 1997; Samuelsson et al., 1998; Robertson, 2001; Husain and 
Rorden, 2003; Malhotra et al., 2009).       
Does the profound impairment in neglect patients on the sequential task 
represent a WM deficit, or could it be explained as a pure impairment in 
temporal dynamics of attention? Indeed, previous studies have demonstrated a 
protracted attentional blink (AB) in neglect, whereby the physiological 
impairment in the ability to detect a second stimulus following an attended 
target, normally for 180-270ms (Raymond et al., 1992), is prolonged up to 
1200ms in neglect patients (Husain et al., 1997). In our task, each target 
appeared for 1000ms, followed by a 1000ms ISI, without visual masking, 
allowing 2000ms for visual processing of each target. This timescale extends 
beyond even the remarkably protracted AB noted in neglect patients. It is 
therefore unlikely that the impairment on the sequential task in neglect 
patients is solely explained by a prolonged AB. Hence, the results from the 
Chapter 4: Working memory precision in visual neglect 
146 
sequential task are in keeping with a non-spatial deficit in WM precision 
(Figure 4.2), while an impairment in selective attention is also apparent, as 
demonstrated by the ineffectiveness of predictive cueing (Figure 4.5). 
Within the neglect group, there was no significant correlation between 
standard neglect test scores and either WM precision or cueing index. It is 
likely that this is owed to the small sample size, and further studies with more 
extensive patient samples might identify a relationship between these 
measures. Alternatively, the lack of correlation could suggest that even patients 
with relatively mild impairment in cancellation or line bisection tests exhibit a 
profound impairment in WM precision in the sequential task. If true, this 
possibility would suggest that the striking impairment in WM precision and 
the inability to benefit from predictive cueing are core components of the 
neglect syndrome.  
Lesions in patients with neglect were significantly larger than in stroke 
controls, in keeping with the previous observation that neglect is commoner in 
patients with more extensive lesions (Vallar et al., 1988; Mort et al., 2003; 
Ringman et al., 2004). I found no evidence that effects were driven by higher 
lesion volume in the neglect group in comparison to the group of stroke 
patients without neglect, although the absence of correlation between lesion 
volume and WM precision or response to cueing does not rule out this 
possibility with certainty, especially given the relatively small sample size. In 
any case, lesion volume was taken into account in the VLSM analysis; 
therefore lesional correlations of these parameters should not be driven by 
lesion volume. 
To identify regions of interest (ROIs) which, when lesioned, were associated 
with WM impairment, and separately, those associated with lack of response to 
cueing, I employed VLSM analysis taking into account patients’ neglect test 
scores. This technique has some general limitations which should be discussed 
here. Firstly, statistical power to detect an involvement of a particular ROI in 
determining a behavioural deficit depends on having adequate numbers of 
patients with and patients without a lesion in that area. In other words, if a 
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certain voxel is not lesioned in any patient, or if it is lesioned in all, VLSM will 
be uninformative on the role of the corresponding area in determining the 
behavioural deficit of question (Kimberg et al., 2007). Secondly, Bonferroni 
correction for multiple comparisons, commonly used in VLSM, might be too 
stringent, posing a further limitation on the sensitivity of this technique. This 
problem comes into focus if we consider the inherent spatial coherence of lesion 
maps: in the case of stroke, the shape and distribution of lesions depends on 
vascular anatomy, therefore the presence or absence of lesion in a voxel can be 
well predicted by lesion status in contiguous voxels  (Kimberg et al., 2007). In 
that context, as comparisons between voxels are not independent, Bonferroni 
correction might increase the risk of Type II error (Kimberg et al., 2007). 
Thirdly, VLSM, and lesion mapping more generally, consider lesions as an all-
or-nothing event: areas within the lesion are regarded as entirely non-
functional, and areas that were not (directly) lesioned are considered as 
functional as they would be in a healthy brain. However, both of these 
assumptions might be inaccurate: it is conceivable that there are functioning 
neurons and circuits within regions that appear abnormal on imaging, and 
more importantly, islands of normal-appearing tissue in a lesioned brain might 
not function normally, as their afferent and efferent connections might be 
severed by adjacent or remote lesions (Nachev et al., 2009; Mah et al., 2012). 
Finally, regarding the data presented here, the VLSM analysis has to be taken 
with some added caution because lesions were plotted from clinically acquired 
scans and not dedicated high-resolution imaging.  
Notwithstanding its limitations, the current VLSM analysis produced 
interesting results. There is a rather striking lack of overlap between areas 
which, when lesioned, were associated with WM impairment and those related 
to lack of response to cueing. WM precision was associated with regions in the 
right inferior frontal gyrus (IFG), insula, extensive areas in the basal ganglia, 
including the putamen and caudate, and also frontal white matter areas, likely 
including tracts connecting these cortical and subcortical areas. These results 
are in keeping with extensive evidence for the involvement of these areas in 
WM. Several fMRI studies have suggested that IFG is active in non-spatial 
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WM tasks during the delay period (McCarthy et al., 1996; Cohen et al., 1997, 
2004; Courtney et al., 1997; Owen et al., 1998). There is also evidence from 
fMRI and lesion studies suggesting a specific role of the right IFG in response 
inhibition – the suppression of responses that are inappropriate in a given 
context (Garavan et al., 1999; Aron et al., 2003, 2004; Hampshire et al., 2010). 
Furthermore, an influential study suggested that activity in the prefrontal 
cortex and the basal ganglia, particularly in the globus pallidus, precedes 
filtering of irrelevant information in WM (McNab and Klingberg, 2007). Given 
that reduced WM precision in the results presented here was associated with 
an increased number of non-target responses, taken together, this evidence 
raises the possibility that the lesional components in the right IFG and basal 
ganglia might have resulted in inability to suppress the non-target orientations 
(i.e. items other than the one that was probed) in WM. In conclusion, WM 
performance was determined by a frontal network involving the basal ganglia 
and IFG, known to play a role in response inhibition and filtering in WM.  
Conversely, VLSM analysis indicated a separate set of areas determining 
response to predictive cueing. These included the right inferior parietal lobe 
(IPL), a region which is commonly lesioned in neglect (Vallar and Perani, 1986; 
Heilman and Watson, 2001; Mort et al., 2003). Considerable experimental and 
theoretical effort has been made to elucidate the involvement of this area in 
spatial perception, spatial attention and action (Vandenberghe et al., 2001, 
2012; Corbetta and Shulman, 2002; Rizzolatti and Matelli, 2003; Husain and 
Nachev, 2007; Gillebert et al., 2011). However, a separate line of evidence has 
demonstrated that the right IPL is also active in a range of non-spatial tasks 
(Husain and Nachev, 2007), which, importantly, include non-spatial, sequential 
selective attention tasks (Coull and Frith, 1998; Wojciulik and Kanwisher, 
1999; Marois et al., 2000). Both in its spatial and non-spatial functions, the IPL 
has been shown to be part of several fronto-parietal networks (Corbetta and 
Shulman, 2002; Husain and Nachev, 2007; Catani and Thiebaut de Schotten, 
2008a). Frontal components of fronto-parietal networks implicated in neglect 
include the posterior dorsolateral frontal cortex, and, within that, the frontal 
eye field (Mort et al., 2003; Corbetta et al., 2005), another area indicated in 
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association with cueing effects by the VSLM analysis presented here. 
Additionally, lesional correlates of cueing effects included subcortical areas the 
location of which is in keeping with white matter tracts such as the superior 
longitudinal fasciculus, which form part of these frontoparietal networks 
(Catani and Thiebaut de Schotten, 2008a).  
Therefore, the results from the lesion analysis presented here suggest that the 
posterior parietal cortex might not be simply implicated in passive storage of 
locations and objects within WM (Constantinidis and Steinmetz, 1996; Pesaran 
et al., 2002; Todd and Marois, 2004, 2005; Xu and Chun, 2006; McNab and 
Klingberg, 2007), but it is actively involved in goal-directed selection. Posterior 
parietal activation has been noted during n-back tasks, where a sequence of 
stimuli is presented at fixation and subjects are required to respond when an 
item matches one that was presented n items before (Cohen et al., 2004; Owen 
et al., 2005). It could be argued that these tasks involve goal-directed selection, 
which would be in keeping with the results presented here, again for 
sequentially presented items.    
The relative paucity of regions in the frontal lobe and basal ganglia and the 
predominance of the posterior parietal lobe in determining the effect of cueing 
might be seen as somewhat surprising. The basal ganglia, and particularly the 
globus pallidus, have been implicated in attentional filtering within WM in 
healthy individuals (McNab and Klingberg, 2007). Prefrontal areas, 
particularly the ventrolateral prefrontal cortex, have been also associated with 
goal-directed attentional selection in WM (Jonides et al., 2002; Badre and 
Wagner, 2007; Champod and Petrides, 2007; Dove et al., 2008). However, in 
this group of patients with right posterior parietal lesions, recruitment of 
regions in the frontal cortex and basal ganglia might not be effective in the 
absence of intact function in posterior areas. Therefore, one possibility might be 
that activity related to selection within WM in frontal and subcortical areas 
might require intact attentional deployment in the posterior parietal cortex.  
In conclusion, the results presented in this Chapter demonstrate a profound 
non-spatial impairment in WM and its voluntary attentional control in neglect. 
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Lesion analysis identified separable neural correlates of these deficits, and 
indicated a network of cortical and subcortical areas in the right IFG and basal 
ganglia relating to WM precision, and, conversely, regions in the right IPL and 











As discussed in Chapter 4, neglect can be seen as a syndrome consisting of 
several component deficits (Heilman and Valenstein, 1979; Mesulam, 1999; 
Husain and Rorden, 2003; Hillis, 2006; Bartolomeo, 2007), with different 
patients suffering different combinations of cognitive impairment (Buxbaum et 
al., 2004).  Difficulties in disengaging or directing spatial attention, initiating 
or executing movements, sustaining attention over time and representing space 
to the left have all been reported in individuals with the syndrome (Bisiach and 
Luzzatti, 1978; Posner et al., 1984; Gainotti et al., 1991; Robertson et al., 1997, 
1998; Mattingley et al., 1998; Bartolomeo et al., 1998; Bartolomeo and 
Chokron, 2002; Coulthard et al., 2006). A deficit in spatial working memory is 
an important such component (Wojciulik et al., 2001; Pisella et al., 2004; 
Mannan et al., 2005; Ferber and Danckert, 2006; Parton et al., 2006), which 
can interact with deficits in sustained attention to exacerbate neglect 
(Malhotra et al., 2005).  
Dopamine within the prefrontal cortex has been established to play a crucial 
role in both attention and working memory. Landmark studies in monkeys 
have shown that visuospatial working memory in monkeys is modulated by 
dopamine (Funahashi and Kubota, 1994; Goldman-Rakic, 1996; Goldman-
Rakic et al., 2000), specifically via prefrontal dopamine D1 receptors (Williams 
and Goldman-Rakic, 1995). Indeed, a selective D1 agonist can enhance working 
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memory in aged monkeys (Castner and Goldman-Rakic, 2004), or reverse 
experimentally-induced spatial working memory deficits (Castner et al., 2000). 
In healthy humans too, D1 – but not D2 – dopamine receptor agonists can 
facilitate spatial working memory (Müller et al., 1998).  
In addition to its pivotal role in working memory, new findings suggest that 
frontal D1 receptor activity can have long-range, modulatory effects on visual 
areas subserving attention. Thus local infusion of a D1 antagonist into monkey 
frontal cortex not only modulated the firing of neurones in visual cortex but 
also altered the animal’s ability to select visual targets (Noudoost and Moore, 
2011). Furthermore, dopaminergic neuronal networks have a well-recognised 
role in alerting or allocating attention to unexpected sensory cues based on the 
potential importance or behavioural relevance of the stimulus (Bromberg-
Martin et al., 2010).  
The study presented in this Chapter tested the hypothesis that 
pharmacological modulation of dopamine receptor activity to alter attention 
and/or working memory, two core components of the neglect syndrome, could 
ameliorate neglect in stroke patients.  
There have been a few previous attempts to test modulation of dopaminergic 
activity as a therapeutic option in hemispatial neglect, but the largest trial 
tested only four patients. Despite some initial promising results from an open-
label study using bromocriptine, a predominantly D2 dopamine receptor 
agonist, in two patients (Fleet et al., 1987), a further small open-label trial and 
a case report revealed worsening of neglect with the drug (Grujic et al., 1998; 
Barrett et al., 1999). Apomorphine, which has both D1 and D2 receptor activity, 
induced a transient improvement in three out of four neglect patients tested 
(Geminiani et al., 1998). In keeping with this finding, an open-label study 
showed some improvement in standard neglect tests following treatment with 
levodopa in three of four cases studied (Mukand et al., 2001). Finally, a small-
scale trial of amantadine in four neglect patients did not demonstrate any 
beneficial effect of the drug (Buxbaum et al., 2007).  
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A double-blind, randomised, placebo controlled trial of the dopamine agonist 
rotigotine was conducted in 16 patients with hemispatial neglect and unilateral 
weakness following right hemisphere stroke. In contrast to the substances 
tested in previous studies, the current one used rotigotine, which has high 
affinity for the D1 receptor compared to many other licensed oral dopamine 
agonists (Jenner, 2005; Naidu and Chaudhuri, 2007). The primary objective 
was to evaluate whether the drug improves neglect and its cognitive 
components, including selective and sustained attention, as well as spatial 
working memory. A further aim was to assess the effects of rotigotine on motor 
performance, because some previous studies have suggested that levodopa may 
have a positive effect on motor deficits following stroke (Scheidtmann et al., 
2001; Scheidtmann, 2004; Floel et al., 2005). As prefrontal cortex is an 
important potential candidate area for the cognitive effects of dopamine 
agonists, one of the study’s aims was to determine whether any beneficial 
effects of rotigotine depend on the extent of preservation of the right prefrontal 
cortex.  
Patients were assessed with a battery of standardised neglect tests, as well as 
with tests of working memory, selective and sustained attention, and motor 
function. A  replicated ABA double-blind, placebo-controlled N-of-1 randomised 
design was used, which allowed us to evaluate the effectiveness of an 
intervention in small sample sizes. Each patient's performance was measured 
in three phases, each consisting of several assessment sessions: before 
treatment (phase A1), while receiving transdermal rotigotine (phase B) and 
after discontinuation of the drug (phase A2). Crucially, the exact duration of 
each phase was randomised across patients. Performance on rotigotine was 
compared with the pre-treatment baseline and post-treatment follow-up 
phases.  
The principles of randomised N-of-1 designs (Edgington and Onghena, 2007) 
such as the one used here were originally described by Fisher for intervention 
studies (Fisher, 1935) but were difficult to conduct on a large scale because 
they require substantial computing power. As a result, few investigators used 
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them. However, modern day computers make the mathematical demands far 
less problematic, and replicated randomised N-of-1 designs provide a powerful 
way to assess effects in highly focused studies using a large number of 
assessments on small patient samples.  Randomisation or permutation tests 
are used for analysis of these designs. Importantly, such tests are distribution-
free. They are based simply on rearrangements of raw scores and compare a 
computed statistic (e.g., the difference in means or medians between two 
conditions) with the value of that statistic for all other possible arrangements 
of the data obtained in that patient. The P-value is simply the proportion of 
arrangements leading to a value of the statistic as large as, or larger than, the 
value obtained from the actual data. The key question is how likely is it by 
chance that a difference in means was as large as the observed difference 
between two conditions, e.g., treatment vs. no treatment. 
In the design used here (Figure 5.1) it is possible to compare the difference in 
mean scores between two phases of the trial, e.g., off treatment (Phase A1 and 
Phase A2) compared to on drug (Phase B). Suppose the difference in mean 
scores on vs. off treatment for the patient who underwent the protocol shown in 
Figure 5.1a is Z. Randomisation tests consider all other possible 
rearrangements of the data for this patient, within the constraints of the trial 
design (shown in Figure 5.1b). For each of these different permutations of when 
the drug might start and duration of treatment, the difference in means for 
each possible A1, A2 and B period is computed using the dataset from the 
patient. Then the probability that other possible rearrangements of the data 
result in a value as large as, or larger than Z, is calculated. This simple 
permutation principle allows us to ask whether there was a significant change 
in performance on drug by comparing the actual difference in means on and off 
treatment, with all the other potential differences in means. If the drug has a 
significant effect during the period it is given, we would expect that the mean 
of performance on the drug compared to periods off it would be larger than all 
the other possible arrangements of the dataset from this patient. 
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Note that this particular patient only had the drug for the period shown in 
Figure 5.1a, but the data from the patient is simply reshuffled to produce 
potential means for on and off treatment if the drug period had been as shown 
for all the other permutations. If there is no significant effect of drug, we would 
expect the actual difference in mean performance on and off drug to be very 
similar to the means from all other possible permutations from this dataset. In 
effect, therefore, each patient acts as their own control. We calculate what the 
means would have been for phases A1, B and A2, as if the patient had started 
the drug a day earlier, or a day later or even two days later; or if the time on 
the drug had been longer or shorter than it actually was within the constraints 
of all the permutations possible (Figure 5.1b). Then we compare the differences 
in means for all these permutations with the actual, observed difference in 
means on and off treatment. The P-value gives us the likelihood of obtaining a 
value as large as Z by chance, computed from the dataset of the patient, not by 
comparing mean scores across patients randomised to receiving treatment or 
no treatment. Individual p-values are then combined to obtain a P-value for the 
entire patient group, and separately for two subgroups with different degrees of 
prefrontal lesion involvement by stroke.  
















Figure 5.1: Randomisation of treatment allocation and permutation tests. 
a) Randomisation profile for a single patient. In this case, the treatment phase 
with rotigotine (phase B, denoted in red) started on day 7, and its duration was 
randomised to 8 days. Therefore, the patient participated in 6 baseline 
assessments (phase A1, sessions 1-6) and 6 follow-up sessions after 
discontinuation of rotigotine (phase A2, sessions 15-20). Placebo patch sessions 
are denoted in orange while sessions without any patches are shown in yellow. 
The actual difference in performance between treatment (B) and the off-
treatment phases (A1 and A2) was ranked against the differences between 
phases produced by all other possible combinations of treatment allocation, 
given the limits in phase onset and duration.  
b) All the possible permutations of pre-treatment (phase A1), treatment (phase 
B) and post-treatment (phase A2). 






16 individuals aged over 18 years with left hemispatial neglect and a motor 
deficit due to their first-ever clinically defined right-hemisphere stroke were 
prospectively recruited from referrals to the trial team at The National 
Hospital for Neurology and Neurosurgery, London. Left hemispatial neglect 
was defined as a significant deficit in finding leftward targets on standard 
cancellation or visual search tasks, using established criteria (Wilson et al., 
1987, 1987; Mesulam, 2000). A deficit on the line bisection test alone was not 
sufficient for inclusion. Motor deficit was defined as weakness of at least wrist 
and finger extension and finger abduction to ≤ 4+ on the MRC scale. Patients 
were eligible only if stroke onset was at least 9 days before the first assessment 
session. 
Exclusion criteria were: 
 A pre-existing neurological condition (e.g. dementia, Parkinson's 
disease, multiple sclerosis) that would confound cognitive or motor 
assessments. 
 Acute concomitant illness (e.g. infection, unstable angina, myocardial 
infarction or heart, respiratory, renal or liver failure)  
 Systolic blood pressure less than 120 mmHg and / or diastolic less than 
70 mmHg, (as dopamine agonists may lead to postural hypotension, 
especially during dose escalation)  
 Exposure to any other investigational drug within 30 days of enrolment 
in the study  
 Presence of clinically significant drug or alcohol abuse within the 
previous 6 months  
 Pregnancy and breast feeding.  
Chapter 5: Dopaminergic modulation of visual neglect 
 
158 
All patients provided written informed consent before participating in the trial. 
The study protocol and all relevant documents and procedures were approved 
by the National Research Ethics Service (NRES) and the Medicines and 
Healthcare products Regulatory Agency (MHRA).  
 
5.2.2 Lesion analysis 
According to the study hypothesis, the major target of rotigotine for cognitive 
effects is likely to be dopamine D1 receptors in prefrontal cortex. Therefore, to 
assess whether response to rotigotine depends on the degree of preservation of 
the prefrontal cortex, the patients were stratified into two subgroups according 
to the extent of the prefrontal cortical involvement, as quantified by high-
resolution MRI. To this end, I used the lesion mapping technique described in 
Mort et al. (Mort et al., 2003). Briefly, each patient's stroke lesion was 
manually delineated at every single axial slice of their native T1 MRI as a 3D 
volume of interest (VOI) using MRIcron software (Rorden and Brett, 2000; 
Rorden et al., 2007) http://www.cabiatl.com/mricro/. The VOI of each patient's 
lesion was then registered to a standard Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI)  
T1 template in SPM8b (http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm/), applying cost 
function masking of the lesioned area to obtain optimal normalisation (Brett et 
al., 2001).  
The percentage of prefrontal involvement was quantified for each patient, by 
comparing their normalised brain lesion to a prefrontal template, defined using 
the PickAtlas SPM toolbox (http://fmri.wfubmc.edu/software/PickAtlas).  
In addition to this hypothesis driven comparison of response to treatment 
between patients with extensive and patients with minimal prefrontal 
involvement, a post-hoc data driven analysis was also performed. Two patient 
groups (of 8 patients each) were defined based on their response to rotigotine in 
the Mesulam visual search task, and a voxel‐based lesion symptom mapping 
(VLSM) analysis was carried out to explore whether the absence or presence of 
lesion in certain areas determined response to treatment, using the non-
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parametric mapping software 
(http://www.mccauslandcenter.sc.edu/mricro/npm/) included in MRIcron 
(Rorden et al., 2007). The technique is discussed in more detail in Chapter 4 
(paragraph 4.2.4). 
 
5.2.3 Study design 
A double-blind, placebo-controlled 'ABA' randomised design consisting of three 
consecutive phases was employed:  
 Baseline pre-treatment phase (A1)  
 Treatment with rotigotine transdermal patches (phase B)  
 Post-treatment phase (A2)  
The duration of each phase was randomised within limits, such that, in each 
patient, A1+B+A2 consisted of a total of 20 assessment sessions. However, the 
precise durations of A1, B and A2 varied across individuals, with both patients 
and investigators blind to the precise duration of each of these phases in any 
given patient. Note that in this design all patients receive placebo and drug at 
different stages of the trial, with the exact time at which drug is started and 
the duration of treatment randomised across individuals. 
Phase A1 started on session 1 and its duration was randomised (across 
individuals) to between 5 and 9 days. Observations during this phase 
established the baseline performance. Phase B, when rotigotine was 
administered, could commence on day 6 to day 10, and its duration was a 
minimum of 7 and a maximum of 11 sessions. Finally, phase A2, when patients 
were assessed after the discontinuation of rotigotine, was randomised to begin 
between sessions 13 and 17, and it lasted for the remaining 4 to 8 sessions.  
For the purpose of placebo control, all patients received a placebo patch in the 
period between sessions 6-16, on the days they were not receiving rotigotine. 
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Placebo and rotigotine patches were visually identical. All investigators, 
clinical staff, patients and carers were masked to treatment assignment. 
Each patient was randomly assigned a pattern of onset and duration of the 
treatment and baseline phases, within the duration limits described above. As 
an example, the randomisation profile of one of the participants is presented in 
Figure 5.1a. In this example, the patient had 6 baseline assessments, followed 
by 8 days on rotigotine (sessions 7-14) and 6 follow-up assessments after 
discontinuation of the drug. In the figure the yellow shading shows the 
minimum number of sessions in phases A1 and A2, while red shading denotes 
the treatment phase (phase B). Orange depicts any additional sessions in 
phases A1 and A2 when the patient received placebo patches. All possible 
permutations of pre-treatment, treatment and post-treatment phases within 
the constraints of the design are shown in Figure 5.1b. In total, there were 15 
possible permutations. 
 
5.2.4 Clinical and behavioural testing  
Each patient participated in 20 consecutive assessment sessions. The first 17 
sessions were performed daily. The final 3 follow-up assessments were 
conducted at weekly intervals. Each session consisted of tests of spatial neglect, 
spatial working memory, selective and sustained attention and motor 
performance.  
Spatial neglect was evaluated with the line bisection test from the Behavioural 
Inattention Test Battery (Wilson et al., 1987), and with three visual search 
tasks: Mesulam shape cancellation (Mesulam, 2000) and bells cancellation task 
(Wilson et al., 1987), performed on A3 sheets, and a visual search task 
performed on a touchscreen (18'' diagonal), in which no visible markings were 
left at the location of the cancelled targets (Parton et al., 2006). There was a 2 
minute time limit for all visual search tasks.  
Spatial working memory was measured with a vertical analogue of the Corsi 
spatial span test (Malhotra et al., 2005), and also using the rate of revisiting of 
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previously cancelled targets obtained from the touchscreen visual search task 
(Mannan et al., 2005; Parton et al., 2006). Selective attention and sustained 
attention were assessed using a visual salience and vigilance task, which has 
been previously used in patients with prefrontal lesions (Barcelo et al., 2000). 
As shown in Figure 5.8a, in this task, participants were asked to detect targets 
(inverted triangles) among sequences of distractors (upright triangles) 
randomly presented to the ipsilesional and contralesional visual fields, and to 
respond to targets with a speeded button press. Targets could be of the same 
colour as the distractors (low visual salience) or of a different colour (high 
visual salience targets). As a measure of selective attention, we used the ratio 
of the reaction time (RT) to high visual salience targets over the RT to low 
visual salience targets. Furthermore, using this task, we quantified sustained 
attention over time, by measuring the difference in RT and % correct responses 
between the first and the second half of each experimental session.  
Motor performance was evaluated in all patients using the Motricity Index 
(Wade, 1992; Bohannon, 1999) and with grip and pinch dynamometry 
(Sunderland et al., 1989). Where the patient's level of weakness permitted, 
motor performance was also assessed using the 9-hole peg test (Mathiowetz et 
al., 1985), box and blocks test (Mathiowetz et al., 1985) and timed 10 metre 
walk (Wade, 1992).  
 
5.2.5 Drug and placebo administration 
During the treatment phase, a rotigotine 9.0 mg skin patch (equivalent to 
4mg/24hr transdermal absorption) was applied daily by the investigator. 
Patients were instructed to wear it 24 hours a day. Because rotigotine takes up 
to 24 hours to reach steady-state levels, application of the drug patch started 
immediately after behavioural testing the day before the drug would be 
effective. Thus, a patch (drug / placebo) was applied on the last session of phase 
A1, and immediately after behavioural testing on sessions 5-15. Therefore, 
either placebo or rotigotine was in place during behavioural testing on sessions 
6-16. In the example shown in Figure 5.1a, the patient had a placebo patch 
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applied immediately after behavioural testing on day 5, and an active 
rotigotine patch was applied after testing on day 6; the treatment phase B 
commenced on day 7.  
To prevent nausea, a common adverse effect of dopamine agonists, patients 
received domperidone 10mg orally three times daily from sessions 1 to 16. As 
domperidone does not penetrate the blood-brain barrier, it should not interfere 
with the central response to rotigotine (Quinn et al., 1981).  Blood pressure and 
pulse were recorded and patients were asked to report any adverse events at 
each assessment session. 
 
5.2.6 Statistical analysis 
We used a replicated randomised N-of-1 design (Edgington and Onghena, 
2007), which makes it possible to investigate the effects of an intervention on 
small groups of patients, provided sufficient assessments are made. Hence, the 
intensive testing procedure consisting of 17 consecutive daily assessments, 
followed by 3 weekly ones. This design methodology, the principle of which was 
developed by Fisher (Fisher, 1935) is sometimes also referred to as permutation 
testing. Critically, it makes no assumptions about the underlying distribution 
of the data (Todman and Dugard, 2001), and has been shown to be particularly 
robust for studies with small sample sizes  (Guyatt et al., 1990; Ferron and 
Onghena, 1996).  
The aim of the analysis was to identify whether performance during the 
treatment phase (B) was significantly improved when compared to the pre-
treatment baseline (phase A1) and to the post-treatment follow-up (phase A2). 
For each patient and each outcome measure, three statistics, expressing the 
difference between phases, were first computed:  
1. Difference of the median observation of phase B from the median of 
phase A1 (B-A1),  
2. Difference between the medians of phases B and A2 (B-A2), and  
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3. Difference between the median of phase B and the median of phases A1 
and A2 averaged (B-Am). Therefore B-Am is the difference between the 
median of the treatment phase (B) and the average of the medians of 
both off-treatment phases.  
Then, each of these measures was ranked against the values of the same 
measure computed for all possible rearrangements of the data. An example of 
this approach is presented in Figure 5.1b. The higher the ranking of the actual 
difference on- and off- rotigotine among all possible permutations, the higher 
the probability that the observed difference was due to the drug. Based on this 
ranking, for each outcome measure, a P-value was obtained for each individual 
patient. This P-value is derived from the proportion of arrangements leading to 
a difference between phases which is as large as, or larger than, the difference 
on- and off-treatment obtained from the actual data.  
A group P-value was obtained for each outcome measure, by combining the 
individual patients' P-values, using Edgington's additive method (Edgington, 
1972). The same method was used to obtain P-values for each of the prefrontal 
subgroups. The general formula describing this method of obtaining a general 
P-value from a group of individual P-values is as follows:  
 (5.1) 
where S is the sum of n combined P-values, and where the minus and plus 
signs preceding the terms alternate and additional terms are used as long as 
the number subtracted from S in the numerator is less than S (Edgington, 
1972). This method has been shown to be more powerful than the previously 
proposed multiplicative method (Jones and Fiske, 1953), having a greater 
probability of yelding significant results when there actually are treatment 
effects (Edgington, 1972).    
Analyses were performed using the R statistical software (http://www.r-
project.org/). 




5.3.1 Patient demographics, adherence and adverse effects  
16 patients fulfilling the inclusion criteria were prospectively enrolled in the 
trial. Patients' demographics are presented in Table 5.1, and lesion maps are 
shown in Figure 5.2. Compliance with the treatment protocol was 100%: none 
of the patients missed any dose of rotigotine or placebo. All patients attended 
20 assessment sessions as per protocol, apart from patient 7 who missed one 
session (session 11, on rotigotine), for reasons unrelated to the trial.   There 
were no serious adverse events during treatment with rotigotine. Mild adverse 
effects included fatigue, mild skin irritation at the site of the patch, and 
gastrointestinal disturbance, including nausea, vomiting and diarrhoea which 
are all known potential side effects of rotigotine (Table 5.2). Importantly, 
neither treatment nor assessments were interrupted due to adverse events.  
 
5.3.2 Effects of treatment on the Mesulam task at the group level  
Treatment with rotigotine was associated with significant improvement in 
visual search, as quantified by the Mesulam shape cancellation task. As shown 
in Figure 5.3, for the entire group of 16 neglect patients, the number of targets 
found on the left side was significantly higher while on rotigotine than in the 
pre- and post-treatment phases averaged (P=0.012) or in the post-treatment 
phase alone (P=0.039). The difference on- and off-treatment in the number of 
targets found on the left side relative to baseline was 12.8% higher in the 
actual treatment allocation than the mean difference between phases produced 
by all possible combinations of treatment onset and duration (for an overview 
of the methodology used in this permutation analysis, see Figure 5.1). Although 
the number of targets found on the right side was somewhat decreased on 
treatment (Figure 5.3), the relative difference on- and off-treatment was only 
0.7% smaller in the actual treatment allocation when compared to all possible 
permutations, and this was not statistically significant (P=0.466).  
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P1 42 Male Right Ischaemic  728 39.4% 13.25 22 26.5 26  
P2 62 Male Right Ischaemic  70 14.6% 24.75 22.5 25.5 27.5  
P3 46 Male Right  Ischaemic 1381 32.5% 1.5 5 24.5 27  
P4 63 Female Right Ischaemic 42 11.8% 0.25 0 20.75 23  
P5 58 Male Right Ischaemic 327 35% 0 0 13.5 13  
P6 66 Male Right Ischaemic 202 54.7% 1 0 18 19  
P7 62 Male Right 
Haemorrh-
agic 
232 0.2% 1.75 2.5 16.75 16  
P8 74 Male Right Ischaemic 341 35.3% 9.75 10.5 22 19.5  
P9 53 Male Left Ischaemic 385 5.6% 22 28 27 29  
P10 24 Male Right 
Haemorrh-
agic 
221 7.2% 0 0 16.25 8  
P11 60 Male Right 
Haemorrh-
agic 
1990 2.4% 10.75 20.5 23.25 25.5  
P12 62 Male Right Ischaemic 941 33.5% 2 0.5 26 28  
P13 72 Female Right 
Haemorrh-
agic 
1712 32.6% 2 8 25.5 22  
P14 80 Male Right Ischaemic 30 0% 22.75 23 24.25 26  
P15 51 Male Right 
Haemorrh-
agic 
104 52.9% 6.5 7 23.25 23  
P16 49 Male Right Ischaemic 85 9.1% 11.75 13 20.25 18  
 
Table 5.1: Patient demographics and Mesulam search task results.   
 







Figure 5.2: Lesion overlap maps.  
Images are presented in radiological convention (right hemisphere on left of 
image); all lesions are right-sided (R: right; L: left). 
Axial MRI slices of stroke lesions in a) the entire group of all 16 patients, b) the 
minimal prefrontal involvement subgroup (8 patients) and c) the extensive 
prefrontal involvement subgroup (8 patients). Colour values represent the 
number of patients in whom a given voxel was lesioned; note the scale is 



















Fatigue 4 (25%) 
P8(1), P9(3), 
P10(2), P14(1) 
1 (6%) P9(1) 
Topical skin 
reaction 
1 (6%) P6(3) 0 - 
Nausea 5 (31%) 
P1(1), P3(1), P4(2), 
P8(3), P9(2) 
0 - 
Vomiting 1 (6%) P3(1) 0 - 
Diarrhoea 2 (13%) P4(2), P8(1) 0 - 
  
 
Table 5.2: Adverse events.  
Number of patients who had at least one adverse event, patient codes 
(corresponding to those in Table 1) and number of occurrences per patient on 
rotigotine and on placebo. 





Figure 5.3: Difference in performance on the Mesulam cancellation task on and 
off Rotigotine for all patients.  
A heatmap of the difference in targets found on- and off-treatment for the 
entire patient group is overlaid on a Mesulam test sheet. Colour represents 
difference on- and off-treatment in the number of targets found per session per 
patient at each target location. Treatment with rotigotine was associated with 
a significant increase in the number of targets identified on the left side. A 
decrease in the number of targets found during treatment in a smaller area on 
the right hand side was not statistically significant.  
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Spatial bias in visual search (ratio of difference in the number of targets found 
on either side to total number of targets found on the Mesulam test) also 
improved significantly on rotigotine when compared to the post-treatment 
phase (P=0.018) or to both off-treatment phases (P=0.016, Figure 5.3). There 
was 8.1% less rightward bias relative to baseline in the actual treatment 
allocation, in comparison to all possible permutations (Figure 5.4b).  
 
5.3.3 Treatment effects in each prefrontal subgroup  
Next, the effect of rotigotine on performance in the Mesulam test was 
evaluated in two patient subgroups, defined according to the extent of 
involvement of the prefrontal cortex in the stroke lesion: a minimal prefrontal 
involvement subgroup (0%-15% of the prefrontal cortex affected, Figure 5.2b) 
and an extensive prefrontal subgroup (33%-55% of the prefrontal cortex 
affected, Figure 5.2c). A significant benefit of treatment with rotigotine was 
noted in both subgroups (Figure 5.5), but for different study parameters.  
The number of targets found on the left was significantly higher on rotigotine 
than off treatment in the minimal prefrontal subgroup (P=0.036), while this 
effect did not reach significance in the extensive prefrontal subgroup (P=0.084). 
Conversely, spatial bias improved significantly on rotigotine in the extensive 
prefrontal group (P=0.018), but not in the minimal prefrontal group (P=0.177). 
Therefore, rotigotine was associated with significant improvement in the 
Mesulam shape cancellation task in the entire patient group and in both 
prefrontal subgroups, but the significant measures varied between the two sub-
groups. 
 





Figure 5.4: Overall effect of rotigotine treatment on Mesulam cancellation task.  
Y axes represent % difference between performance on treatment (phase B) 
and off-treatment (average of phases A1 and A2), relative to off-treatment 
baseline. The actual differences on- and off-treatment (in red) are compared to 
the average (±average SEM) of differences between phases B and the average 
of A1 and A2 produced by all possible combinations of the data (in grey). 
*P<0.05.  
a)  The difference on- and off-treatment in the number of targets found on the 
left side relative to baseline was higher in the actual treatment allocation, 
compared to all other possible permutations.  
b)  There was significantly less rightward bias in the location of the targets 
found during treatment with rotigotine, in comparison to differences produced 
by all possible permutations of the data. 
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Figure 5.5: Difference in Mesulam task performance on and off Rotigotine in 
the two subgroups defined according to involvement of prefrontal 
cortex in the stroke lesion. 
a) In the subgroup with minimal prefrontal involvement, the number of targets 
found on the left side increased significantly on treatment.  
b) Patients with extensive prefrontal involvement showed a significant 
reduction in rightward spatial bias during treatment.   
Chapter 5: Dopaminergic modulation of visual neglect 
 
172 
5.3.4 Treatment effects in individual patients 
The effect of rotigotine on performance on the Mesulam cancellation task was 
also assessed on a subject-by-subject basis (Figure 5.6 and Table 5.1). Response 
to the drug was characterised by considerable variability, with some subjects 
showing remarkable improvement on the drug when compared with average 
performance in the phases off rotigotine, and others showing smaller positive 
effects or even a small decline in the number of targets found on the left side 
while on the drug (see also Table 5.1). The results of permutation analysis for 
each patient on the Mesulam task are illustrated in Figures 5.6a and b for 
difference in the targets found on the left side (positive values in Figure 5.6a 
indicate improvement) and alteration in spatial bias (leftward shifts in Figure 
5.6b denote improvement). Red circles demonstrate on vs. off treatment values 
(i.e. the actual treatment allocation data); grey lines show the range of such 
values for all possible permutations of the data in that patient and grey 
squares indicate the mean difference derived from all possible permutations of 
the data.  Note that the ranges for each patient vary depending upon the 
variability of performance measures across all permutations of the dataset in 
each patient. 
Some patients showed a strong effect on drug when compared to all possible 
permutations of the data (red circles well to the right of the range). Conversely, 
in other patients the differences in the actual treatment allocation were 
comparable to differences in other arrangements of the data, suggesting little 
effect of rotigotine on performance. Moreover, as shown in Figure 5.6c, the 
effect of rotigotine did not appear to depend on baseline performance (degree of 
neglect), as a beneficial effect – or otherwise – was observed across a range of 
baseline performance. Additionally, the effect of rotigotine was not determined 
be age, as there was no significant difference between the age of patients who 
responded best to treatment (1, 3, 9, 11 and 13) and that of patients who 
showed poor response (t(14) = -0.61; P=0.55).   




Figure 5.6: Mesulam task 
performance on and off Rotigotine in 
individual patients. 
Response to rotigotine across patients 
(in the same order as in Table 1). 
 a) Difference in left targets found on- 
versus off-treatment. Red circles 
represent the actual difference in 
performance on and off rotigotine for 
each individual. Grey squares denote 
the mean difference derived from all 
possible permutations of the data 
while the error bars show the range of 
values of such means for all possible permutations. Red circles situated on the 
right of errorbars signify a greater number of targets found while on the drug 
when compared to all possible allocations of treatment and placebo.  
b) Difference in spatial bias on- versus off-treatment. Here leftward shifts in 
search are displayed to the left. Red circles on the left of errorbars signify less 
rightward bias in the location of the targets found while on the drug when 
compared to all possible allocations of treatment and placebo.  
c) Difference in number of targets found on left as a function of number of 
targets found off-tretament. Improvements occurred both in patients with poor 
performance at baseline (small number of targets found on the left side) and in 
those with good baseline performance. 
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5.3.5 Lesional correlates of response to treatment 
In order to identify whether response to treatment was determined by damage 
in specific brain regions, a post-hoc analysis was also performed. Non-
parametric mapping was used to compare the lesions of patients 1, 3, 9, 11 and 
13, who showed maximal response to treatment in the Mesulam visual search 
task, and all other patients. As shown in Figure 5.7, damage to superior frontal 
cortical areas (including the Frontal Eye Field - FEF), temporal pole and 
smaller posterior temporal and frontal white matter areas in the right 
hemisphere may determine response to rotigotine in visual search. It should 
however be emphasised that this analysis is based on a very small sample of 
patients, therefore these results should be treated with caution.  
 
5.3.6 Effects of rotigotine on other neglect tests 
Unlike the results for the Mesulam cancellation task, there were no significant 
positive or negative effects of treatment with rotigotine on bells cancellation or 
touchscreen visual search tasks at the group or subgroups level. Similarly, no 
significant alteration in line bisection performance was observed, although I 
note that mean pre-treatment baseline performance in line bisection in the 
sample tested was relatively close to normal (mean rightward deviation: 
4.5mm). 
 
5.3.7 Effect of treatment on spatial working memory 
One possible mechanism by which rotigotine might have exerted its positive 
effect on visual search in the Mesulam cancellation task could be by enhancing 
spatial working memory. Working memory perforance was quantified using a 
vertical analogue of the Corsi blocks task, and also by measuring the number of 
revisits of previously identified targets in the touchscreen visual search task. 
There was no evidence from either measure that treatment was associated with 
improvement of spatial working memory. Thus, performance on the vertical  











Figure 5.7: Lesional correlates of treatment response. 
Non-parametric comparison of the lesions of patients 1, 3, 9, 11 and 13 who 
responded well to treatment in the Mesulam task, versus other patients, 
suggested that damage to right superior frontal cortical areas (including the 
right FEF), right temporal pole and smaller posterior temporal and frontal 
white matter areas may determine response to rotigotine in visual search.  
Radiological convention is used; all ROIs are right-sided (R: right; L: left). 
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Corsi task did not improve on rotigotine (spatial memory span for the entire 
group: P=0.377; minimal prefrontal subgroup: P=0.548; extensive prefrontal 
subgroup: P=0.287), and treatment was not associated with a significant 
decrease in the number of revisits in the touchscreen task (entire group: 
P=0.821; minimal prefrontal subgroup: P=0.489; extensive prefrontal subgroup: 
P=0.909).  
 
5.3.8 Effect of treatment on selective attention 
An alternative hypothesis is that the effect of rotigotine on visual search might 
be due to an improvement of selective attention through D1 receptor 
modulation (Noudoost and Moore, 2011). A specific task was used to quantify 
attention directly (visual salience and vigilance task; see Methods). This task 
measured the ratio of reaction times to respond to high salience targets versus 
low salience targets presented on the left or right of fixation. At the group level, 
there was a significant increase in this ratio for left sided targets during 
treatment, in comparison to the pre-treatment baseline (P=0.03, Figure 5.8). 
This effect was of only marginal significance when comparing treatment to the 
post-treatment baseline alone (P=0.068), or to the average of both off-treatment 
phases (P=0.063).  
In the subgroup with extensive prefrontal involvement, treatment with 
rotigotine was associated with an increase in reaction time ratio to respond to 
salient / non-salient targets. This was when compared to the pre-treatment 
baseline or to the average of both treatment phases, both for left sided targets 
(P=0.016 and P=0.039, respectively), and overall for both left and right-sided 
targets (comparison with pre-treatment phase: P=0.008, and with off-treatment 
average: P=0.008). Conversely, in the minimal prefrontal subgroup, the effect of 
rotigotine on the same measure of selective attention was not significant (left 
sided targets, comparison with off-treatment average: P=0.113), even though at 
baseline reaction times ratios were not significantly different between the two 
patient subgroups (P=0.537). Therefore, treatment with rotigotine might be  
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Figure 5.8: Selective and sustained attention.  
a) Selective and sustained attention task. Participants detected targets (inverted 
triangles) among sequences of distractors (upright triangles) randomly presented to the 
ipsilesional and contralesional visual fields. Targets could be of the same colour as the 
distractors (red - low visual salience) or of a different colour (green - high visual 
salience). Participants were asked to respond with a button press as soon as they saw a 
target of any type.  
b) Effect of rotigotine treatment on selective attention for left sided targets. Y axes 
represent % difference between performance on- (phase B) and pre-treatment (phase 
A1), relative to pre-treatment baseline. The actual differences on- and pre-treatment 
(in red) are compared to the average (±average SEM) of difference between phases B 
and A1 produced by all possible combinations of the data (in grey).  The difference on- 
and pre-treatment in the ratio of the reaction time (RT) to salient targets over non-
salient targets on the left side relative to baseline was higher in the actual treatment 
allocation, when compared to all possible permutations. *P=0.03. 
c) Absolute reaction times (±SEM)  OFF (phase A1) and ON treatment (phase B) for 
left- and right- sided stimuli of high or low salience.  
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associated with a modulation of selective attention in neglect, especially in 
patients with extensive damage in the prefrontal cortex. 
 
5.3.9 Effect of treatment on sustained attention 
A further possibility could be that rotigotine improved visual search by 
enhancing non-selective sustained attention, a cognitive ability that can be 
impaired in neglect (Hjaltason et al., 1996; Robertson et al., 1997). To control 
for this possibility, the difference in performance between the first and the 
second half of each session of the visual salience and vigilance task was used as 
a measure of sustained attention and alertness across time. However, 
rotigotine was not associated with a change in this measure in either the entire 
group (P=0.697) or the two patient subgroups (minimal prefrontal: P=0.555; 
extensive prefrontal: P=0.727). 
 
5.3.10 Effect of rotigotine on motor tasks 
Finally, treatment with rotigotine was not associated with any significant 
improvement or worsening in any of the motor tasks in the patient group as a 
whole, or in either of the prefrontal subgroups. Thus, in this sample, there was 
no evidence of a positive effect of rotigotine on motor control following stroke. 
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5.4 Discussion  
 
In this Chapter, I presented the results of a randomised, double-blind, placebo 
controlled study of the dopamine agonist rotigotine in patients with 
hemispatial neglect and left-sided motor weakness following right-hemisphere 
stroke. A randomised ABA design was employed, with each patient assessed in 
three phases: before, during, and after treatment with rotigotine, for a total of 
20 consecutive sessions. The exact number of sessions within each phase was 
randomised, and the difference  on- and off- rotigotine in the actual treatment 
allocation was compared with the  differences derived from all possible 
permutations of phase durations computed from each patient's data. This 
rigorous methodology enabled us to assess the effectiveness of rotigotine 
without the need for an extensive sample size (Ferron and Onghena, 1996; 
Edgington and Onghena, 2007). Nevertheless, the relatively small sample of 16 
patients in this study is still the largest that has been reported to date in any 
study on drug treatment in neglect following stroke (Fleet et al., 1987; 
Geminiani et al., 1998; Grujic et al., 1998; Hurford et al., 1998; Barrett et al., 
1999; Mukand et al., 2001; Malhotra et al., 2006; Buxbaum et al., 2007; Vossel 
et al., 2010).  
Treatment with rotigotine was associated with a significant increase in the 
number of targets identified on the left side and a decrease in the pathological 
rightward spatial bias in the Mesulam shape cancellation task, a visual search 
test widely used to assess neglect in clinical practice. Of note, rotigotine was 
associated with a 12.8% increase in the number of targets found on the left in 
the actual treatment allocation in comparison to all possible permutations of 
the data. However, there was considerable variation across individuals and it 
is, as yet, unclear which patients are most likely to benefit. Importantly, 
response did not appear to depend upon baseline degree of neglect or extent of 
prefrontal involvement. 
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Although the positive effect of rotigotine was moderate, it is potentially 
important, bearing in mind that this study design investigated short-term 
treatment over only 7-11 days. The result compares favourably with the effects 
of most other neuromodulatory agents established in the clinical treatment of 
cognitive deficits, which overall are typically very modest (Husain and Mehta, 
2011), e.g. of the order of 3% over several months for cholinesterase inhibitors 
used for the treatment of dementia (Erkinjuntti et al., 2002).  Of course, the 
clinical use of such treatments has been challenged on the basis of their small 
overall effect sizes, but it is also apparent that there is considerable 
heterogeneity of response, with some patients demonstrating very strong 
effects while others show none.  
Using non-parametric mapping lesion analysis, I suggested that damage in 
certain brain regions may determine response to rotigotine. Important 
limitations of this technique are discussed in Chapter 4 (paragraph 4.4). It 
cannot be emphasised enough that this approach requires a considerably larger 
sample size to produce reliable results (Medina et al., 2010), and therefore the 
conclusions from it may well not replicate or generalise. However, the results 
are potentially interesting. The superior prefrontal area indicated by this 
analysis (Figure 5.7) shows substantial overlap with the right Frontal Eye 
Field (FEF – Brodmann area 8), which has a well-known role in visual search 
and attentional shifting (Gitelman et al., 2002; Moore and Fallah, 2004). The 
more ventral and rostral temporal area identified is in close proximity to the 
parahippocampal gyrus, which has critical role in neglect (Mort et al., 2003). 
Finally, the white matter areas shown in Figure 5.7 could be in keeping with 
parts of the superior longitudinal fasciculus (Catani and Thiebaut de Schotten, 
2008b; Thiebaut de Schotten et al., 2008), which has been implicated in spatial 
awareness (Thiebaut de Schotten et al., 2005) and neglect (Bartolomeo et al., 
2007; Urbanski et al., 2008).    
Although the relatively small sample size of the current study does not allow 
for a reliable systematic data-driven investigation of the possible determinants 
of between-subject variability, larger studies in future might identify possible 
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predictors of treatment response, which could permit patient selection for 
targeted treatment. For example, in this study, patients with a wide range of 
time since stroke were included, and I did not differentiate between patients 
with an ischaemic or haemorrhagic aetiology. Future investigations, with 
larger samples, might attempt to control for such variables and also attempt to 
study the effects of the drug on functional measures of neglect (Azouvi et al., 
2003) and / or activities of daily living.  
It should be noted that there were no significant effects of rotigotine on two 
other visual search tasks (bells cancellation and touchscreen cancellation 
tests). Possible reasons for this discrepancy might relate to display parameters 
in these tasks. Specifically, in the bells cancellation task there is a smaller 
number of targets and distractors than in the Mesulam test (34 versus 60 
targets; 278 versus 311 distractors) and in the touchscreen visual search task 
the targets and distractors were presented on a smaller area. These 
parameters may render the bells and touchscreen visual search tests less 
sensitive than the Mesulam shape cancellation task (Kaplan et al., 1991), 
making the effects of treatment less discernible. Rightward deviation in line 
bisection also did not improve significantly on treatment. Given that 
performance in the pre-treatment baseline phase was already close to normal, 
this may represent a ceiling effect. Response to treatment did not depend on 
task difficulty or complexity, as rotigotine had a significant improvement in the 
Mesulam task, while there was no significant effect of the drug in both simpler 
(line bisection, Bells cancellation), and more complex tasks (touchscreen 
cancellation). 
The current study was designed not only to assess the effectiveness of 
rotigotine in ameliorating spatial bias in neglect, but also to identify possible 
cognitive mechanisms which may mediate this effect. Based on existing 
evidence on the role of D1 dopamine receptor activity in spatial working 
memory (Funahashi and Kubota, 1994; Castner et al., 2000; Castner and 
Goldman-Rakic, 2004), it was hypothesized that rotigotine might improve 
performance on cancellation tasks by enhancing working memory for the 
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location of previously cancelled targets,  and therefore diminishing 'revisiting' 
of previously explored locations (Mannan et al., 2005; Parton et al., 2006). 
However, rotigotine was not associated with improvement of spatial working 
memory, indexed either indirectly, by measuring the number of revisits in the 
touchscreen cancellation task (Parton et al., 2006), or directly, using a vertical 
variant of the Corsi spatial memory task (Malhotra et al., 2005).  
An alternative mechanism which may explain the positive effects of rotigotine 
in the Mesulam cancellation task would consist of a direct enhancement of 
selective attention by increased dopaminergic activity. This hypothesis is 
compatible with recent evidence that local administration of a D1 dopamine 
receptor modulator in the monkey frontal lobe alters selectivity and reliability 
of eye movements to visual targets, and modulates neuronal activity in visual 
area V4 in the same way that selective voluntary attention does (Noudoost and 
Moore, 2011). If this were the case also in humans with visual neglect, one 
might expect the drug to induce more effective allocation of voluntary attention 
to task-relevant target stimuli and, correspondingly, less involuntary 
attentional capture by the task-irrelevant (but visually salient) distractors, 
therefore making identification of correct items more effective.  
Interestingly, the results from the combined visual salience and vigilance task 
suggest that responses to less salient (but equally task-relevant) targets 
relative to the more salient ones became faster on the left with rotigotine. This 
result may be in keeping with more effective voluntary allocation of selective 
attention to the task-relevant visual targets, and less involuntary attentional 
capture, driven by stimulus salience, on rotigotine. Therefore, it is possible that 
rotigotine improved performance on the Mesulam shape cancellation task by 
enhancing selective attention to the targets, while reducing involuntary 
attentional capture by the distractors. This result is in keeping with the known 
role of dopamine in attention switching, arousal to behaviourally relevant 
stimuli and goal-directed behaviour (Bromberg-Martin et al., 2010; Cools, 
2011). 
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Non-selective sustained attention can be attenuated in neglect and has been 
shown to correlate with neglect severity (Hjaltason et al., 1996; Robertson et 
al., 1997). Therefore, an additional possibility tested was that rotigotine may 
have enhanced the patients' ability to sustain non-selective attention and 
alertness over time. However, there was no significant effect of treatment on 
performance in the visual salience and vigilance task across time. Therefore, 
rotigotine, rather than enhancing sustaining of non-selective attention across 
time, seems to improve selective, voluntary attention. Note that the effects of 
treatment were highly specific, suggesting that the enhancement of visual 
search occurred through dopaminergic modulation of selective attention, rather 
than through aspecific motivational effects, unrelated to neglect.  
According to the study hypothesis, the effects of rotigotine in neglect are likely 
to have been mediated by increased dopaminergic activity in the right 
prefrontal cortex. In that case, one would expect to find benefit from treatment 
with rotigotine only in patients with relative preservation of the right 
prefrontal cortex. However, treatment was associated with significant 
improvement in the Mesulam shape cancellation task in both the minimal and 
the extensive prefrontal involvement subgroup. This suggests that integrity of 
the right prefrontal cortex is not critical in determining response to rotigotine, 
at least in the sample of patients assessed in this study. An alternative 
hypothesis could be that rotigotine modulates the activity in intact fronto-
parietal or fronto-occipital networks (Bartolomeo et al., 2007; Urbanski et al., 
2008; Doricchi et al., 2008; Vuilleumier et al., 2008), either in the lesioned, or in 
the contralesional hemisphere, effectively "re-balancing" pathological 
overactivity in structurally intact brain networks, which may contribute to 
lateralised attentional imbalance in neglect (Corbetta et al., 2005).  
We hypothesised that modulation of D1 receptor activity may provide a possible 
mechanism by which visual search in neglect can be ameliorated through 
enhancement of working memory or selective attention. In comparison to other 
dopamine agonists approved for clinical use, rotigotine has a relatively high D1 
receptor affinity, however it should be noted that it has an even higher affinity 
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to D2 and D3 receptors (Belluzzi et al., 1994; Jenner, 2005; Naidu and 
Chaudhuri, 2007). Therefore, the effect of rotigotine on visual search may also 
be mediated, at least in part, by D2 and/or D3 agonist activity. Future studies 
should address the effects of a highly selective D1 receptor agonist in neglect, 
and compare those with the effects of D2/D3 agonists. 
In a prospective study, L-dopa as an adjuvant of physiotherapy has been 
demonstrated to improve motor function in stroke patients with unilateral 
weakness (Scheidtmann et al., 2001). In the current study, there was no 
significant effect of rotigotine treatment on motor performance. However, the 
study was not designed to assess drug effects prospectively, and the amount of 
physiotherapy received by each patient was not controlled, therefore although 
an effect of rotigotine alone on motor performance was not demonstrated, it 
remains an open question whether this drug may benefit motor rehabilitation 
when used as adjuvant of physiotherapy. Indeed, given the well-recognised role 
of dopamine in complex reinforcement learning (Dayan and Balleine, 2002; 
Wise, 2004), a possible synergistic role of dopamine agonists in novel 
rehabilitative approaches that aim to improve spatial awareness in neglect 
(Parton et al., 2004) also presents itself as an important question for future 
research.  
The current Chapter presented the first successful randomised double-blind 
placebo controlled study of the dopamine agonist rotigotine in a group of stroke 
patients with hemispatial neglect and unilateral weakness.  Rotigotine was 
reasonably well tolerated in this setting and was associated with significant 
improvement in one visual search task. Placebo-controlled N-of-1 randomised 
designs such as the one used here provide a useful means to test proof-of-
principle for potential new therapies. However, larger trials, including 
measures of functional efficacy, will be needed to confirm whether this 
treatment may be practical for widespread clinical use in hemispatial neglect 











In their seminal study more than half a century ago, Scoville and Milner 
(Scoville and Milner, 1957) showed that individuals, including famous HM, 
with bilateral damage to their medial temporal lobe (MTL) exhibit complete 
anterograde amnesia. New incidents in their daily life were practically 
forgotten "as fast as they occur". Most interestingly, these patients were still 
able to retain a three figure number or a pair of words as long as attention was 
not diverted to a new topic. Thus, it was considered that short term memory 
(STM), or working memory (WM), remains intact after MTL damage. By 
contrast long-term memory (LTM) is severely impaired. 
This differential involvement of MTL in memory processes is one of the main 
pillars supporting the dogma that WM and LTM are functionally and 
anatomically distinct memory systems. However, the classic distinction 
between LTM and WM, despite its general acceptance (Baddeley, 2003, 2007), 
has always attracted some dissent (Crowder, 1982, 1993; Nairne, 2002). Recent 
criticism has specifically addressed the claim that MTL is not involved in WM 
(Hannula et al., 2006; Olson et al., 2006a, 2006b; Ezzyat and Olson, 2008; 
Finke et al., 2008). In these studies, patients with MTL lesions were found to 
be impaired on various tasks even when the retention interval was as short as 
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a few seconds. Such deficits were discovered mainly on paradigms requiring 
memory for associations, such as object-to-location links (Ranganath and 
Blumenfeld, 2005; Cashdollar et al., 2011). These findings support an 
alternative view of MTL, based on ideas originally expressed by Marr, which 
highlights the role of the MTL in associating or binding information 
represented in different parts of the neocortex (Marr, 1971) – critically, 
regardless of memory duration: short or long.  
More recently, though, a series of studies by Squire and colleagues has re-
examined this issue. They have presented evidence which they argue is best 
interpreted as being in favour of the traditional view of WM not depending 
upon MTL integrity (Jeneson et al., 2010, 2012; Jeneson and Squire, 2012). For 
example, Jeneson et al (2012) tested five patients with MTL damage using a 
standard change detection task in which a change in colour has to be detected 
between two successive displays of an array of coloured squares. Patients 
performed as well as controls at several delays when only a few squares were 
presented (up to ~3). However, their performance was worse than controls 
when more items had to be maintained for more than one second. The authors 
concluded that visual WM is intact in MTL patients; any deficits that emerge 
on such tasks, they argue, occur only when WM capacity is breached (i.e. when 
the number of items held in memory is greater than ~3 objects). In such 
circumstances, according to these authors, healthy participants are at an 
advantage over patients because they can rapidly recruit intact LTM processes 
to assist in retaining information beyond the capacity limit of WM.  
Clearly the debate around the involvement of MTL in WM remains unresolved. 
The study presented in the current Chapter was designed to shed light on this 
controversy using a novel approach. Unlike previous studies on patients with 
MTL lesions, the task used here examines the precision of recall (Bays and 
Husain, 2008; Bays et al., 2009; Wilken and Ma, 2004) rather than the number 
of errors as studied in the conventional change detection paradigm which 
requires binary decisions (e.g., change or no change). If an individual fails to 
report a change when it occurs on a change detection task, it does not 
necessarily mean that they did not have any memory of the item. Conversely, if 
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they do report change or no change correctly, this does not mean they 
remembered the item perfectly. In contrast, in the task employed here, 
participants were required to choose the remembered feature of an item from a 
continuous space (Wilken and Ma, 2004; Zhang and Luck, 2008; Bays et al., 
2009; Gorgoraptis et al., 2011). Such paradigms have two main advantages 
over the more conventional tasks with binary decisions. First, they provide 
much more information per trial (several bits versus one bit of information) 
and therefore are potentially more sensitive. Second, the continuous space of 
responses opens a window to investigate not just the frequency of errors, but 
also the type of errors made by participants, by examining the distribution of 
responses using a generative model (Bays et al., 2009). 
Most previous studies on MTL involvement in WM have studied patients 
suffering from Korsakoff's syndrome (Cave and Squire, 1992; Nichols et al., 
2006), anoxia (Cave and Squire, 1992; Hannula et al., 2006; Olson et al., 2006b; 
Jeneson et al., 2010), or Herpes Simplex Virus (HSV) encephalitis (Olson et al., 
2006a; Ezzyat and Olson, 2008; Jeneson et al., 2010). These conditions typically 
affect the MTL (Kapur et al., 1994; Sullivan and Marsh, 2003; Di Paola et al., 
2008), but they also commonly cause more widespread brain damage extending 
outside the temporal lobes (Kapur et al., 1994; Visser et al., 1999; Allen et al., 
2006a).   
Here, I studied WM precision in two patients with extensive lesions involving 
the MTL following HSV encephalitis, but also in two patients with a recently 
recognized condition associated with much more focal medial temporal lobe 
involvement (Vincent et al., 2011). Less than a decade ago, Vincent and her 
colleagues described a series of individuals with a potentially reversible limbic 
encephalitis associated with antibodies to voltage-gated potassium channels 
(VGKC) (Vincent et al., 2004). It has subsequently become clear that the 
specific antigens to which antibodies are produced in this condition are not 
usually the voltage-gated potassium channel itself, but associated components 
of the channels such as LGI1 (leucine-rich, glioma-inactivated 1) which appear 
to be important for synaptic communication (Lai et al., 2010; Vincent et al., 
2011; Benarroch, 2012). Although previous studies have investigated some 
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cognitive aspects of patients with VGCK-associated encephalitis (Maguire et 
al., 2006; Chan et al., 2007; Hartley et al., 2007), the full spectrum of cognitive 
impairment – and specifically WM performance – in this population is still 
unknown. 
Several lines of evidence suggest that VGCK-associated encephalitis 
specifically targets the MTL, mainly the hippocampus. A recent study found 
LGI1 gene expression appears to be very restricted to intrahippocampal 
circuitry (Herranz-Pérez et al., 2010). Post-mortem study of a VGCK-associated 
encephalitis patient has revealed neural loss restricted to the hippocampus, 
and amygdala to a lesser extent, but no damage has thus far been evident in 
other MTL regions or neocortex (Khan et al., 2009). Additional imaging studies 
have provided further support that the damage as a result of VGCK-associated 
encephalitis predominantly affects the MTL, specifically the hippocampus 
(Ances et al., 2005; Harrower et al., 2006). This anatomical selectivity puts 
forward this recently recognised condition as a good potential model of the role 
of the MTL in WM processes. 





Two patients with focal MTL lesions following Voltage Gated K+ Channel 
(VGKC) - associated encephalitis, and two patients with more extensive 
temporal lobe lesions due to Herpes Simplex Virus (HSV) encephalitis, also 
involving the MTL, were recruited from the general neurology clinic and 
through direct referrals by the neuropsychology team at The National Hospital 
for Neurology and Neurosurgery. Patients underwent formal assessment on the 
WAIS-III battery (Wechsler, 2001) by a qualified neuropsychologist. 
Patients with focal MTL lesions due to VGKC-associated encephalitis 
HG is a 70 year-old man who presented in March 2010 with progressive 
behavioural change over a period of 3 months, including altered mood, 
agitation, fatigue and confusion. Subsequently, he developed paroxysmal 
sensory symptoms associated with ictal EEG changes. MRI brain revealed a 
focal area of increased signal in the MTL bilaterally, but predominantly on the 
left side (Figure 6.1A). A specific immunological assay confirmed a diagnosis of 
VGKC-associated encephalitis. The patient received treatment with plasma 
exchange and intravenous immunoglobulin (IVIg), following which a modest 
improvement in the patient's symptoms and cognitive performance was noted.  
HG's assessment on the WAIS-III battery before treatment revealed intact 
visual perceptual, visual spatial and speed of information processing skills 
(VOSP Incomplete Letters and Cube Analysis: both 100% correct). However, 
verbal memory was impaired (Recognition Memory Test for Words: <5th%ile, 
above chance) and visual memory was at the lower end of the low average 
range (RMT Faces: 10th%ile). Immediate and delayed recall was reduced 
(AMIPB Story recall: <10th%ile). There was also some evidence of executive 
dysfunction (½ categories on the Weigl Sorting Test). Post-treatment, HG 
showed a modest improvement in verbal (RMT for Words: 10-25th%ile), and 
visual memory (RMT Faces: 50-75th%ile), however both immediate and 
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delayed recall remained impaired (AMIPB Story recall <10th%ile; AMIPB 
Figure recall <10th%ile).  
RW is a 63 year-old man who developed behavioural change of insidious onset 
in 2006, including confusion, confabulation and mania. Three months after his 
initial presentation, his confusion deteriorated acutely, and he had two 
generalised tonic-clonic seizures. He was diagnosed with VGKC-associated 
encephalitis, and treated with plasma exchange and corticosteroids. His 
cognitive state improved significantly, but he was left with profound retrograde 
amnesia for events that occurred from about 1980 until 2008. MRI brain in 
June 2007 revealed bilateral hippocampal lesions (Figure 6.1B). In his 
neurosychology assessment, RW presented with a selective verbal memory 
impairment in the WAIS-III, with RMT Words <1st%ile and similar 
performance in the immediate and delayed story recall test. In contrast, visual 
memory appeared to be satisfactory (RMT Faces: 50-75th%ile). Performance in 
all other cognitive domains, including visual perception, ranged from average 
to superior.  
Patients with HSV encephalitis and more extensive temporal lesions   
DC is a 47 year-old man who presented acutely in 2003 with severe 
encephalopathy and generalised tonic-clonic seizures. He was diagnosed with 
HSV encephalitis, which caused extensive bilateral damage in the temporal 
lobes, more severe on the right side (Figure 6.1C), also with some inferior 
frontal and parietal involvement on that side. Following treatment, he showed 
remarkable improvement, and was eventually able to live independently, 
however there remain significant problems with navigation in space and long-
term memory. DC showed evidence of impairment in verbal memory (10th%ile) 
but he was less impaired on a visual memory task (25th%ile). His performance 
on tests of visuo-spatial processing and naming was intact.  
JB is a 59 year-old woman who presented in 2006 with a week's history of 
behavioural change, including emotional lability and confusion. Her cognitive 
state then deteriorated acutely and she had a generalised tonic-clonic seizure. 
She was diagnosed with HSV encephalitis, causing extensive damage




















Figure 6.1: Coronal FLAIR MRI showing patients' lesions (red arrows).  
Images are presented in radiological convention (left hemisphere on right 
side); R: right, L: left. 
A) MRI of patient HG on diagnosis. A highly focal lesion is evident, affecting 
predominantly the left hippocampus.  
B) MRI of patient RW one year after symptom onset demonstrates focal 
bilateral lesions, restricted to the hippocampi.  
C) MRI of patient DC reveals extensive bilateral lesions. There is widespread 
damage in the right temporal lobe with accompanying ex vacuo changes, 
while the left medial temporal lobe is also lesioned.  
D) MRI of patient JB demonstrates an extensive right temporal lesion. 
R L 
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predominantly in the right temporal lobe (Figure 6.1D). She had significant 
improvement following treatment, and at present she is able to function 
independently on a day-to-day basis. However, JB's WAIS-III assessment 
revealed a selective visual memory impairment (RMT Faces: <5th%ile, delayed 
complex figure recall <10th%ile). Conversely, verbal memory was intact 
ranging from average to superior (AMIPB Story recall: 25-50th%ile; RMT 
Words: 75-90th%ile). No impairment was identified in other cognitive domains, 
including visual and spatial perception.  
Healthy controls  
Nine healthy control subjects, (7 female, mean age (±SD): 69 (±6.1) years) took 
part in the sequential WM tasks.  
The study was approved by The National Hospital for Neurology and 
Neurosurgery and Institute of Neurology Local Research Ethics Committee. All 
study participants provided written informed consent. 
 
6.2.2 Behavioural tests 
Digit and spatial spans 
The following standard measures of WM were obtained for all patients: forward 
and backward auditory digit span (Blankenship, 1938); forward and backward 
Corsi spatial span (Corsi, 1972). To assess digit span, sequences of gradually 
increasing numbers of digits were read out loud by the examiner, at a rate of 
one digit per second. Participants were asked to repeat each sequence as given 
(forward digit span), or backwards (backward digit span). To assess Corsi 
spatial WM span, the examiner tapped a sequence of spatial locations on a 
Corsi blocks board, and the participant was asked to replicate the sequence as 
given (forward spatial span), or backwards (backward spatial span). Gradually 
increasing numbers of spatial locations were given on subsequent trials. In 
both tests, two attempts were allowed at each sequence length, and the test 
was terminated after two incorrect responses on the same sequence length. 
Each correct response scored one mark. Total score (sum of marks from all 
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correct trials) and span (length of the longest sequence the subject was able to 
replicate correctly) were recorded for each participant. Results were compared 
to standardised normative data (Orsini et al., 1987; Kessels et al., 2000). 
Sequential WM task 
Patients and healthy controls were tested in the sequential WM precision task 
(Gorgoraptis et al., 2011) described in Chapter 4. In this task, presented in 
Figure 4.2A, each trial consisted of a sequence of one to three coloured bars 
presented consecutively at the centre of a computer screen; the orientation and 
colour of each bar had to be memorised and one of the bars was presented at a 
random orientation at the end of each sequence. Subjects had to adjust the 
orientation of the probe as accurately as possible from memory using a 
response dial (Griffin Technology). The rest of the experimental parameters 
were as described in Chapter 4. Note that, in this experiment, that the longest 
time interval from offset of an item to testing was 2500ms (for the first of 3 
items).  
Patient HG was tested on this task on four occasions: on diagnosis (April 2010), 
following treatment with IVIg (September 2010), and in two follow-up sessions 
(November 2010 and February 2011). He completed 120 trials in each session. 
Patients RW, DC and JB completed one session of 120 trials each post 
treatment, and healthy controls performed 240 trials from this task. 
Sequential WM task with predictive cueing 
Patients HG, RW and healthy controls also participated in a version of the 
sequential WM task where one of the items was cued (Gorgoraptis et al., 2011). 
The task is described in detail in Chapters 3 and 4 (Figure 4.5). Subjects were 
presented with sequences of three items, different in colour and orientation. As 
in the previous task, one of the colours was probed at the end of each sequence, 
at a random orientation, and subjects were asked to adjust the item's 
orientation from memory. However in this task, one of the colours, which was 
present in all trials and fixed for each subject, was predictively cued by being 
probed with increased frequency, in 66.7% of the trials versus 16.7% for each of 
the other colours in the sequence. The effect of predicitive cueing on memory 
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was examined by comparing memory precision for the cued item versus 
precision for the uncued ones.  
HG performed 200 trials, RW did 100 trials and healthy controls completed 200 
trials from this task. Both patients were tested on this task after treatment. 
Perceptual / motor control task 
As previously (Chapter 4), to ensure that all subjects were able to use the 
response device, and to control for potential impairments in visual perception 
of the stimuli and visuo-motor coordination when responding, a control task, 
which  did not require WM, was performed in all participants before testing on 
the sequential WM task. In this control task, presented in Figure 4.1A, a single 
target bar was presented, at a random orientation, at the screen centre. One 
second later, a probe bar of the same colour was presented at random 
orientation just above the first item, 5º of visual angle above the screen centre, 
on the vertical meridian. While the target item was always present on the 
screen, subjects were asked to adjust the orientation of the probe bar to match 
the target, using the same response device as in the tasks described above. 
 
6.2.3 Analysis 
Memory precision was calculated as described in Chapter 2, based on previous 
studies using the fidelity of recall of a visual stimulus as a sensitive index of 
resolution in visual memory (Bays and Husain, 2008; Bays et al., 2009, 2009, 
2009; Zokaei et al., 2011; Gorgoraptis et al., 2011). Briefly, for each trial, the 
angular deviation between the orientation reported by the subject and the 
correct orientation of the target bar in the preceding sequence was obtained, 
and precision was calculated as the reciprocal of the circular (Fisher, 1993) SD 
of error across trials (1/σ). As previously (Chapter 2), the value expected for 
chance was subtracted; therefore a precision value of zero corresponds to 
responding at random.  
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Z-scores were obtained for each patient and experimental condition. Effect 
sizes were therefore expressed as units of the controls' standard deviation, and 
P-values were obtained from the Z distribution. 
Model analysis 
In order to quantify the contribution of different sources of error to loss of WM 
precision, as previously, I applied a probabilistic model introduced by Bays et 
al. (2009), and described in detail in Chapters 1 and 2. Briefly, this model 
attributes errors on the reproduction task to (1) Gaussian variability in 
memory for the target orientation; (2) a certain probability on each trial of 
misreporting one of the other, non-target, orientations in the sequence; and (3) 
a certain probability of responding with a random orientation not related to 
any of the items in the sequence. Maximum likelihood estimates of each of 
these parameters were obtained for each subject, and were compared between 
each patient and controls using ANOVA, as specified in the Results.  
Nearest neighbour control 
Errors due to misreporting the orientation of a non-target item, instead of that 
of a target, were examined more directly by applying the 'nearest neighbour' 
procedure introduced by Pertzov et al., (2013). The minimum angle between 
the reported orientation and any one of the items in the sequence was 
calculated. When the reported orientation was distant from the target 
orientation and closer to that of a non-target item, that (non-target) item was 
treated as if it was the target. If non-target responses account for a significant 
proportion of errors, then this procedure should diminish the apparent error 
(Pertzov et al., 2013). The results of VGCK-antibody associated encephalitis 
patients (HG and RW) were examined using this technique. 
Calculation of precision, model fitting and data plotting was performed using 
custom Matlab scripts (Matlab R2010b, MathWorks). Statistical comparisons 
were carried out in Matlab R2010b (MathWorks) and SPSS 18 (IBM Corp.). 




6.3.1 Standard WM tests: digit span and spatial span 
Patients' digit span and Corsi spatial span results are presented on Table 6.1. 
Digit and spatial span results were within normal limits in all four patients 
when compared to normative data from age-matched healthy subjects (Orsini 
et al., 1987; Kessels et al., 2000).  
 
6.3.2 Controlling for perceptual and motor confounds 
Patients and controls took part in a simple control task, where the angle of the 
probe item was adjusted while the target item was visible on the screen. This 
task does not require WM, and controls for any potential impairment of visual 
perception or in visuo-motor performance and motor control while using the 
response device. 
As shown in Figure 6.2, performance of all four patients in this control task 
was not significantly worse than that of healthy controls. HG was as precise as 
controls (Z-score: Z=0.64, P=0.26), and the precision of RW, DC and JB was 
significantly better than in healthy controls (correspondingly: Z=1.70, P=0.045; 
Z=1.93, P=0.027; Z=2.47, P=0.007). Note that precision of healthy controls on 
this task is already very high, corresponding to an average deviation from the 
correct orientation of only 5.3º. 
Therefore, lower performance in patients in the subsequent WM tasks cannot 
be accounted for by perceptual or visuo-motor impairments, or difficulty in 
using the response device.  













Backward    
span (score) 
HG 5 (7) 4 (4) 6 (8) 4 (5) 
RW 5 (8) 3 (3) 5 (7) 5 (7) 
DC 5 (8) 4 (6) 5 (8) 4 (6) 
JB 7 (11) 6 (10) 6 (9) 5 (8) 
  
Table 6.1: Digit span and Corsi spatial span results in patients.  
Digit span and Corsi spatial span –the number of items in the longest sequence 
that was correctly replicated on each task– are presented for each patient. The 
total scores –number of correct trials– are given in parentheses. Performance 
was within normal limits when compared to age-matched normative data 
(Orsini et al., 1987; Kessels et al., 2000).  





Figure 6.2: Control task results. 
Patients and healthy controls were tested on a control task where the 
orientation of a probe had to be adjusted to match that of a target item which 
was visible on the screen, rather than memorised.  
Patient HG (purple point) performed as well as controls (white point), while 
patients RW (red point), DC (blue point), and JB (green point) performed even 
better than healthy controls in this task. 
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6.3.3 Serial WM precision in MTL lesion patients 
WM precision was assessed in MTL lesion patients and healthy controls using 
a task where one to three items, displayed in sequence, had to be kept in 
memory for a brief period of time (500-2500ms). Average WM precision across 
all sequence lengths is presented in Figure 6.3.  
HG, a patient with highly focal, predominantly left-sided hippocampal damage 
due to VGKC-associated encephalitis (Figure 6.1A), was assessed before 
treatment with plasma exchange and IVIg, and in three post-treatment follow-
up sessions. HG's overall WM precision was lower than that of healthy age-
matched controls, but not significantly so (Z-scores; pre-treatment: Z=-1.29, 
P=0.098; post-treatment average: Z=-1.31, P=0.095; Figure 6.3, purple point). 
When examining each sequence length separately, HG's memory for one item 
was not significantly different to controls (Z=-0.55, P=0.29), but WM precision 
deteriorated steeply as more items were added and it was significantly lower 
than in controls for two (Z=-2.01, P=0.022) and three items (Z=-1.76, P=0.039) 
in the sequence.  
RW, a patient with the same underlying condition resulting in highly focal 
bilateral hippocampal damage (Figure 6.1B), had lower WM precision than 
healthy controls, but the comparison was not statistically significant overall (Z-
score; Z=-0.90, P=0.18; Figure 6.3, red point). When studied at each sequence 
length, RW's WM precision was unimpaired for a single item when compared to 
controls (Z=-0.64, P=0.26), and lower than in controls for two (Z=-1.01, P=0.16) 
and three items (Z=-0.94, P=0.17), but these comparisons were not statistically 
significant. 
DC, who had extensive bilateral temporal lobe damage due to HSV encephalitis 
(Figure 6.1C), was grossly impaired in the sequential WM task. His WM 
precision was significantly lower than that of older healthy controls (Z-score; 
Z=-2.50, P=0.006). Remarkably, WM precision even for a single item was lower 
than the value predicted by chance (Figure 6.4). It is noteworthy that this 
patient performed at chance level in the WM task (Figure 6.3, blue





Figure 6.3: Overall WM precision of MTL patients and healthy controls on the 
sequential WM task for one to three items. 
In HG and RW, the two patients with focal hippocampal lesions secondary to 
VGKC-associated encephalitis, average WM for one to three sequentially 
presented items was lower than in controls, but this comparison was not 
statistically significant. Performance of patient DC, who had extensive 
bilateral temporal damage due to HSV encephalitis, was at chance level. 
Average WM precision of patient JB, a patient with an extensive right 
temporal lesion, was not significantly different to controls. Error bars 
represent SD in control group. 
 
 






Figure 6.4: WM precision of MTL patients and healthy controls for each 
sequence length. 
In the two patients with highly focal hippocampal lesions due to encephalitis 
associated with VGKC (HG and RW), WM precision was preserved for a single 
item, but it was lower than in controls when recalling two or three items. 
Performance of patient DC, who had extensive bilateral temporal damage due 
to HSV encephalitis, is at chance, even for a single item. JB, a patient with 
extensive right temporal damage post HSV encephalitis, had similar WM 
precision to controls for one item, but WM resolution deteriorated when more 
items were added to the sequence. 
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point), despite the fact that he performed better than healthy controls in a 
similar control task which did not require WM (Figure 6.2). WM precision was 
lower than in healthy controls for all sequence lengths: (one item: Z=-2.1, 
P=0.018; two items: Z=-2.62, P=0.004; three items: Z=-2.06, P=0.019). 
JB, a patient with an extensive lesion in the right temporal lobe following HSV 
encephalitis (Figure 6.1D), performed better than the other focal lesion 
patients in the sequential WM task. Her WM precision was not significantly 
lower than in healthy controls overall (Z-score; Z=-0.75, P=0. 23; Figure 6.3, 
green point). When examining each sequence length separately, as shown in 
Figure 6.4, this patient's WM precision was very similar to that of healthy 
controls when remembering a single item (Z=-0.04, P=0.48), but it deteriorated 
steeply when more items had to be memorised, and it was lower than in 
controls, albeit not significantly, for sequences containing two items (Z=-1.2, 
P=0.16) and lower than in controls, with borderline significance, for three item 
sequences (Z=-1.63, P=0.052; Figure 6.4, green points).  
 
6.3.4 A model of potential sources of error  
A probabilistic model (Bays et al., 2009) was applied to responses in the 
sequential WM task, assuming three potential sources of error in the subjects' 
memory estimates: (1) Gaussian variability of responses centred on the target 
orientation, (2) a certain probability (with the same Gaussian variability 
attached to it) of responding to one of the non-target orientations, due to 
associating erroneously the target colour with the orientation of a non-target 
item, and (3) a probability of responding randomly. Each of these parameters 
was computed for each subject and each number of items in the sequence, and 
they were compared between each patient and the control group. 
The results of this analysis should be interpreted with caution, as maximum 
likelihood estimation of the model parameters was based on a small amount of 
noisy data in patients. Note that the results were rather variable: for example, 
in Figure 6.5A, the concentration parameter estimates in patients RW (in red) 
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and DC (in blue) do not reduce monotonically with increasing number of items 
as expected, and as noted in controls (in black). Z-scores of the concentration 
parameter for each patient are given on Table 6.2. The concentration 
parameter values are similar between each of the patients and controls (Table 
6.2; Figure 6.5A), but the Z-scores are difficult to interpret as parameter 
estimates were rather noisy.  
Responses of patients HG (VGCK-associated encephalitis) and DC (HSV 
encephalitis) were less likely to cluster around the target orientation than 
those of controls (Table 6.2; Figure 6.5B, purple and blue datapoints, 
respectively). Patients RW (focal bitemporal lesions following VGCK-associated 
encephalitis) and JB (extensive right sided HSV encephalitis temporal lesion) 
had similar values in this parameter when compared to controls (RW: Table 
6.2; Figure 6.5B, red and green datapoints, respectively). However, in the case 
of patient RW, note that although the probability of target responses for two 
items was very high (Figure 6.5B, second red datapoint), the corresponding 
concentration parameter estimate was low (Figure 6.5A, second red datapoint), 
suggesting that the target responses probability value might be unreliable in 
this case. 
The probability of responding using a non-target orientation was generally 
higher in patients HG, RW and DC than in controls, but this was significant 
only in the case of RW for three-item sequences (Table 6.2; Figure 6.5C). In 
patient JB, the probability of non-target responses in three-item sequences was 
lower than in controls (Table 6.2), but note that the corresponding 
concentration parameter is also low (Figure 6.5A, in green), which makes the 
non-target parameter value difficult to interpret.  
Finally, the probability of responding at a random orientation (Figure 6.5A), 
was higher in patients HG and DC when compared to controls, as well as in 
RW for one-item only, while in patient JB this parameter was similar to 
controls (Table 6.2).  
In summary, the results of this model analysis are noisy and should be 
interpreted with caution. Random responses, due to simple guessing seem to 

















HG 1 0.48 -1.10  1.10 
 2 1.16 -4.34** 0.53 7.88** 
 3 -0.24 -3.54** 0.77 3.72** 
RW 1 0.25 -1.89*  1.89* 
 2 -1.45 0.91 -0.85 -0.77 
 3 0.98 -1.28 2.17* 0.25 
DC 1 0.32 -6.18**  6.18** 
 2 4.88** -4.37** 0.54 7.93** 
 3 -0.86 -3.39** 1.61 3.05* 
JB 1 -0.81 0.41  -0.41 
 2 -1.44 0.78 -0.62 -0.80 
 3 -1.54 1.00 -1.26 -0.45 
   
Table 6.2: Z-scores of model parameter estimates for each patient in 
comparison to controls.  
Each patient's individual results are expressed in units of standard deviation of 
the control group. Significant results in bold and marked by asterisks. *P<0.05; 
**P<0.001. 
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Figure 6.5: A probabilistic model accounting for loss in WM precision in each 
patient and in healthy controls.  
Model parameter values are compared between healthy controls (in black), a 
patient with focal MTL damage secondary to VGCK-associated encephalitis 
(HG, in purple), a patient with focal bitemporal lesions due to the same 
condition (RW, in red) a patient with extensive bilateral temporal damage 
following HSV encephalitis (DC, in blue), and a patient with a large right-sided 
temporal damage due to HSV. (A) Concentration parameter describing the 
width of distribution (variability) of non-random responses. (B) Probability of 
responses centred on the target orientation. (C) Probability of responses 
centred on the orientation of a non-target. (D) Probability of random responses. 
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explain a large proportion of errors at least in patients HG and DC. With this 
in mind, it is interesting to note that in the case of patients with predominantly 
left sided (HG) or bilateral (DC, RW) temporal lesions, there was a suggestion 
that misbinding of the target colour with the orientation of a non-target item 
might have contributed to loss of precision, at least in three-item sequences, 
albeit these results were not significant. Remarkably, however, there was no 
suggestion of such illusory conjunctions in a patient with an extensive right 
temporal lesion, according to the analysis presented here. Some of the 
limitations of this approach as used here are further explained in this 
Chapter's Discussion. 
 
6.3.5 Nearest neighbour analysis 
Errors due to misreporting the orientation of a non-target item, instead of that 
of a target, were examined more directly in HG and RW, the two patients with 
VGCK-antibody associated encephalitis, using the 'nearest neighbour' 
procedure introduced by Pertzov et al., (2013). In this analysis, when the 
reported orientation was distant from the target orientation and closer to that 
of a non-target item, that item was treated as if it was the target. This analysis 
aimed to find whether by doing so it was possible to minimise or eliminate 
error when non-target responses were accounted for. Indeed, controlling for 
non-target responses in this way greatly diminished the patients' impairment 
when two items were present (HG vs. controls: Z=0.7, P=0.76; RW vs. controls: 
Z=0.3, P=0.62), and it completely eliminated the deficit in three-item sequences 
(HG vs. controls: Z=0.28, P=0.61; RW vs. controls: Z=0.7, P=0.76). Therefore, 
non-target responses in patients HG and RW accounted for a significant 
proportion of error. 
 
6.3.6 Predictive cueing in MTL lesion patients 
Patients HG and RW were also tested in a version of the sequential WM task in 
which one of the items was cued predictively, by being probed more frequently 
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than other items in the sequence. WM precision for the cued item was 
compared to that for the other, less task-relevant ('uncued') objects.  
In controls, the cued item was remembered with significantly higher precision 
than the uncued items (paired t-test: t(8)=3.2, P=0.012; Figure 6.5). Similarly, 
for patient HG, WM precision for the cued object (1.61) was almost double that 
of the other items (0.86). HG's WM precision was not significantly lower than 
in controls for either the cued (Z=-1.31, P=0.095), or uncued items (Z=-0.63, 
P=0.26; Figure 6.5).  
The effect of predictive cueing on WM precision was even more marked in 
patient RW, representing a more than fivefold increase in WM precision for the 
cued item. Accordingly, WM precision in this patient was significantly lower 
than that of controls for the uncued items (Z=-1.24, P=0.011), but not for the 
cued item (Z=-1.46, P=0.072; Figure 6.5).  
In conclusion, the effect of predictive cueing was preserved in both patients 
with focal hippocampal lesions due to VGKC-associated encephalitis.  





Figure 6.5: Effect of predictive cueing on WM precision in MTL patients and 
healthy controls. 
WM precision is enhanced for the cued items when compared to the 
remaining, uncued ones, in both patients with focal hippocampal lesions, and 
in healthy controls.    
 




In this Chapter, WM precision was studied in two patients with focal MTL 
lesions due to VGCK-associated encephalitis (HG and RW), in two patients 
with more extensive temporal lobe damage following HSV encephalitis (DC and 
JB) and in a group of healthy control subjects. WM precision in this group was 
examined using a modified version of the sequential WM task introduced in 
Chapter 2. One, two or three coloured bars were presented in sequence at the 
same location, and subjects were asked to reproduce the orientation of one of 
these items from memory using a dial (Gorgoraptis et al., 2011). WM precision 
for sequences containing two or more items was lower in patients (albeit not 
significantly so in RW and JB), despite intact performance on a control task 
which did not require memory. This is in keeping with significant WM 
impairment secondary to MTL damage, even for only two items, well below 
what is thought of by some authors as the WM capacity limit of three or four 
items (Zhang and Luck, 2008).  
In previous studies examining the role of MTL in WM, memory of the tested 
object's location was required to perform the task correctly (Ranganath and 
Blumenfeld, 2005; Cashdollar et al., 2011). Given the well-recognised role of 
the MTL, and particularly of the hippocampus, in spatial processing and 
orientation (Burgess et al., 2002; O’Keefe, 2004; Hartley et al., 2007; Bird and 
Burgess, 2008), it could be hypothesised that the WM deficit following lesions 
in the MTL might be selective to memory for object location in space. In the 
current study, all items were presented at the same location, in sequence, 
therefore remembering where they were situated was not necessary in order to 
carry out the task. Hence, as demonstrated here, the WM deficit in MTL lesion 
patients is not necessarily confined to memory for location, but it also relates to 
WM for non-spatial features.  
Is there a cognitive process within WM for which the MTL is essential? One 
possibility is that the MTL operates as an integrator of information (Marr, 
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1971), associating, or binding together, different visual features, such as colour, 
shape and location, to create and maintain a complete visual object within WM 
(Wheeler and Treisman, 2002). Similar views also pertain to the concept of 
relational memory (Eichenbaum, 2006; Konkel and Cohen, 2009). The task 
used in the current Chapter required not only precise WM of each object's 
orientation but also accurate association of that orientation with the correct 
item's colour. Therefore, there are at least two potential sources of error: loss of 
WM precision might have been due to inaccuracy in remembering the correct 
orientation value, or due to erroneous association of the accurate target item's 
orientation with one of the other (non-target) items' colour.  
Importantly, despite considerable impairment in VWM precision, patients' 
performance was intact on standard measures of WM – digit span and Corsi 
spatial span. One possible explanation is that the sequential precision task 
might be more sensitive than these standard WM tests. Alternatively, this 
discrepancy might reflect different task requirements: in particular, the 
sequential precision task used here requires subjects to remember associations 
between colour and orientation. However, intact memory for associations is not 
necessary for either digit span or Corsi task. Therefore, the discrepancy 
between the results from standard WM tests and the VWM precision task could 
be in keeping with a role of the MTL in visual feature binding.  
WM precision of DC, the patient with extensive bilateral lesions secondary to 
HSV encephalitis, was at chance even for a single item. Therefore, in this 
patient, loss of WM precision cannot be attributed to misbinding between 
features of different objects, as WM resolution was severely impaired even 
when only one item had to be remembered. It is difficult to interpret the results 
from this patient in relation to the role of the MTL, as damage due to HSV in 
his case extended well beyond that area, to affect the right temporal lobe 
almost in its entirety, a large portion of the contralateral temporal lobe, and 
even parts of the right inferior frontal and parietal lobes. Although similar 
HSV encephalitis patients have been studied extensively in the past in an 
effort to understand the role of the MTL in memory (Squire and Alvarez, 1995; 
Olson et al., 2006a; Ezzyat and Olson, 2008; Jeneson et al., 2010), the case of 
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DC illustrates the limitations in the use of widespread brain lesions to model 
more confined brain areas. 
 In contrast, WM precision for a single item was preserved in the remaining 
three patients: both HG and RW, who had highly focal hippocampal lesions due 
to VGCK-associated encephalitis, and JB, who had an extensive, 
predominantly right-sided temporal lesion following HSV encephalitis, were 
able to recall one item with similar resolution to that of healthy controls. 
However, it should be noted here that patients RW and JB were both younger 
(63 and 59 years old, respectively) compared to controls (69±6.1 years), and 
given the well known effect of age on WM (Salthouse and Babcock, 1991), this 
age difference may have contributed to the lack of a statistically significant 
difference in WM precision for one item between patients and controls.  
Could incorrect association of visual features account for the loss in WM 
precision when these patients had to remember two or three items? To address 
this question, I used a generative model which considers the distribution of 
responses taking into account variability in subject's responses to the target 
orientation, a certain probability of responding using the orientation of a non-
target, and random error (Bays et al., 2009). For three-item sequences, the 
results from this analysis suggested that patient RW showed a higher 
probability of responding using a non-target orientation when compared to 
controls. Although this result would be in keeping with the hypothesised role of 
the MTL in feature binding in WM, it should be noted that the random 
(uniform) component of the model was much more significantly higher in 
patients HG and RW when compared to controls, and the probability of non-
target responses was not significantly higher in patients HG, DC and JB than 
in controls. It is also important to emphasize that, while this model has 
performed consistently when applied on a considerably larger datasets (Bays et 
al., 2009; Gorgoraptis et al., 2011), results should be treated with caution when 
based on a limited amount of noisy data, as is the case here. The local maxima 
problem is one example of the computational limitations when maximum 
likelihood estimation is used to evaluate multiple parameters from limited data 
(Myung, 2003).   
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A recent study, employing the same sequential WM task used here, introduced 
an alternative, more direct analysis to examine the contribution of non-target 
responses (Pertzov et al., 2013). On each trial, when the reported orientation 
was distant from the target orientation and closer to that of another item from 
the display, the most similar item was treated as if it were the target item 
(Pertzov et al., 2013). When applied to the data from the two VGCK-associated 
encephalitis studied here, this 'nearest neighbour' analysis showed that a large 
proportion of the patients' responses could be attributed to misbinding, and 
that this type of error accounted for a large part of the difference in WM 
resolution when compared with controls. This 'nearest neighbour' analysis does 
not require a large amount of data to produce meaningful results, and in the 
context of a small amount of noisy data, as in these limited patient studies, it 
might be more appropriate than the three-component model which was also 
used here. Therefore, the 'nearest neighbour' analysis provided more 
convincing evidence on the crucial role of MTL in binding together different 
visual features to form objects within WM. 
The recent study by  Pertzov et al., (2013) on a considerably larger group of 
seven VGCK-associated encephalitis patients, including the two presented in 
this Chapter, provided a more definitive answer on the role of MTL in WM 
binding. In addition to the sequential task presented here, the authors used a 
new task, where one to three unique fractal shapes were displayed 
simultaneously, at different locations on a screen. Participants were then 
presented with a two alternative forced choice of one of the fractal shapes and a 
foil, and were asked to place the correct item on its original location by 
memory. There was no difference in WM precision for one item between the 
group of seven patients and controls, but patients' WM resolution was 
significantly lower than in controls for two or three items. The number of 
target items placed at, or very near, the location of a non-target item was 
significantly higher in patients than in controls, in keeping with failure of 
effective binding between location and object identity within WM in this group 
of patients with focal MTL damage (Pertzov et al., 2013).  
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These results converge with an independent line of research regarding MTL 
dysfunction. A recent study found that pre-symptomatic individuals at risk of 
developing familial Alzheimer’s disease had intact performance when required 
to maintain isolated features in WM, however they were impaired when the 
task required retaining bound features over brief periods of time (Parra et al., 
2010). Indeed, the MTL is one of the first structures to be affected in this 
disease, with hippocampal volume loss occurring as early as in the pre-
symptomatic stage (Fox et al., 1996; Jack et al., 1999; Chan et al., 2001, 2003). 
The role of the MTL in binding together discrete elements in memory is 
congruent with the relational theory of memory (Eichenbaum, 2006; Konkel 
and Cohen, 2009). This hypothesis, originally postulated in relation to LTM, 
considers the hippocampus as the neural structure responsible for maintaining 
links relating together separate aspects of memory. The results presented here 
take this concept further, suggesting that the MTL is not exclusively involved 
in object-location binding (Olson et al., 2006b; Van Asselen et al., 2009) or in 
forming associations between different objects (Piekema et al., 2010) but it also 
contributes to a wider range of associative processes such as binding of non-
spatial features within an object.  
In keeping with this broad involvement of the MTL in associative processes, a 
previous study demonstrated that visual search in amnesic patients with 
hippocampal lesions did not benefit from implicit contextual cueing (Chun and 
Phelps, 1999). In Chapter 3, I argued that directing attention to an item 
through predictive cueing enhances its WM precision in part through 
strengthening binding between its visual features. In the current Chapter, I 
examined the effect of predictive cueing in the two VGCK-associated 
encephalitis patients, HG and RW. The positive effect of cueing on WM 
precision was present in both patients, suggesting that this particular form of 
cueing enhances attention and WM independently of the MTL.  
The results from focal lesion patients presented in the current Chapter support 
the view that MTL is necessary for WM, and demonstrate for the first time that 
this area might be involved in non-spatial WM. Taken together with more 
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recent evidence from a larger group of VGCK-associated encephalitis patients, 
these results reinforce and expand the importance of the MTL for a wide range 








In this thesis, I investigated visual working memory (VWM) and its attentional 
control in health, and examined how these processes were affected by focal 
brain lesions and modulated by a dopamine agonist in selected patient 
populations. In the current chapter, I discuss how these studies contributed to 
previous work on the field, I consider some of the limitations of my work and I 
propose future research directions.  
 
7.1 Visual working memory updating across time 
A new approach to measuring VWM recently prompted reconsideration of the 
cognitive properties of memory for visual objects across brief intervals (Wilken 
and Ma, 2004; Bays and Husain, 2008; Bays et al., 2009). Instead of regarding 
VWM as an all-or-none event, whereby an object is either stored perfectly in 
memory, or not remembered at all, these authors quantified how precisely we 
remember objects and their visual features. A long-standing thesis posits that 
VWM is limited by the number of objects it can hold - usually estimated to 
about four (Luck and Vogel, 1997; Cowan, 2001). Measuring VWM precision led 
to a radically different conclusion: rather than supporting an item-limit in 
VWM, results from these studies were more in keeping with a limited VWM 
resource, allocated flexibly between objects according to attentional priority 
(Bays and Husain, 2008). 
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However, the way this memory resource is updated across time, for example 
when different objects are viewed in sequence, had not been studied previously 
using WM precision. This is an important and ecologically relevant question: in 
a highly dynamic, perpetually changing visual world, information is often 
presented to the visual system in sequence, through body and eye movements 
and alterations in the environment.  
In Chapter 2, a new task was introduced which measured VWM precision for 
sequences of simple visual objects. In this task, a variable number of coloured 
bars, each with a different colour and orientation, were presented sequentially 
on each trial, and participants were asked to adjust the orientation of one of 
these items from memory. Examining WM precision as a function of order in 
the sequence, I found a significant recency effect, with the last object being 
remembered more precisely than previous items (Figure 2.2).  
Similar serial order effects, including one-item recency and no primacy, have 
been previously observed in VWM (Phillips and Christie, 1977). However, the 
magnitude of recency and primacy effects have been shown previously to 
depend both on temporal properties of the task, including the retention interval 
(Wright et al., 1985), and on the mode of probing - for example testing by object 
identity produced different serial order effects than probing by serial order 
(Avons, 1998; Smyth et al., 2005). In future, it would be interesting to 
characterise serial order effects using a precision measure in different modes of 
testing, for example to compare probing by a visual feature (for example, 
probing by the items' colour, as in my task) versus testing memory based on 
serial order.  
Examining VWM precision in sequences, I observed that as the total number of 
items in memory increased, the proportion of resources dedicated to each item 
declined, degrading the fidelity of storage (Figure 2.3). Crucially, WM 
resolution decreased smoothly as total number of items increased, and this loss 
of fidelity affected every item in the sequence (Figure 2.2); even adding a single 
item to a previous object held in memory was sufficient to produce a significant 
drop in mean precision. Furthermore, even for the least well-remembered 
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objects in sequences of six items, WM precision was better than chance (Figure 
2.2). These results cannot be accounted for by a 'slot' model of WM, in which 
WM is quantised and limited to about four items (Pashler, 1988; Luck and 
Vogel, 1997; Cowan, 2001), but they could be explained adequately by a limited 
memory resource, a proportion of which is allocated to each item as the total 
number of items increases. This resource model of VWM was proposed 
previously for simultaneously-presented objects (Bays and Husain, 2008; Bays 
et al., 2009), and the results presented in Chapter 2 demonstrated for the first 
time that it can also explain parsimoniously WM for sequentially presented 
items.  
Therefore, results from multiple tasks based on precision offer support to a 
resource model in WM across time and space. However, precision does not 
directly translate to the amount of memory resource allocated to an item. For 
example, adding memory precision values for multiple objects kept in memory 
at any one time would not lead to an appropriate estimate of the total amount 
of information held in memory. Further theoretical work is needed in order to 
establish whether it is possible to obtain such an additive measure of memory 
resource through appropriate mathematical transformations based on memory 
precision. Concepts from information theory, such as mutual information 
(Shannon and Weaver, 1948), might prove useful in moving from measures of 
memory resolution, to estimates of the amount of information available in 
memory. 
In the serial task introduced in Chapter 2, with each additional item in the 
sequence, VWM resources already allocated to previous objects had to be 
redistributed to accommodate both new and previous items.  A critical question 
was how this redistribution affected precision in the sequence, both on average 
and for each serial position. Direct comparison between the same number of 
items presented simultaneously or sequentially showed that items were 
recalled with significantly lower precision when presented sequentially, in 
keeping with previous studies (Lecerf and De Ribaupierre, 2005; Allen et al., 
2006b; Blalock and Clegg, 2010). Critically, however, I found that the last item 
in the sequence was remembered with similar precision to an object in an array 
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of the same number of simultaneously presented items (Figure 2.3). Thus, 
while memory precision for the last item was simply determined by the total 
number of objects, just as in simultaneous presentation, this was not the case 
for previous items, precision for which was also limited by some additional 
source of error, which I sought to determine.  
When items were presented sequentially at different locations, precision was 
again lower for earlier items and memory resolution for the last item was 
similar to  that for an item in an array of the same number of objects  (Figure 
2.8), suggesting that spatial overwriting was not responsible for loss of 
precision in sequential presentation. The possibility that temporal decay might 
have accounted for these results was also excluded (Figure 2.4).  
Therefore what might have resulted to loss of precision for earlier items above 
and beyond their 'fair share' of memory resource? To answer this question, I 
applied a probabilistic model (Figure 2.5) to the distribution of recall errors 
that was previously developed for simultaneous presentation (Bays et al., 2009, 
2011b), and took into account a certain probability of responding with the 
remembered orientation of a non-target, due to associating incorrectly visual 
features of different objects, as one of the potential sources of error. This 
analysis revealed that errors due to misbinding between the colour of a target 
item and the orientation of a non-target were significantly higher for sequences 
than in simultaneous presentation (Figure 2.6C). Furthermore, these errors 
were more common for objects earlier in the sequence than for the last item 
(Figure 2.7C), even when the locations of misbound objects did not overlap 
(Figure 2.9C). These binding failures for earlier items in the sequence were in 
keeping with previous results (Allen et al., 2006b), and with the general 
concept that attention is necessary for successful feature integration (Treisman 
and Gelade, 1980). Additionally, my results demonstrated that both spatial and 
non-spatial attention were required for successful feature binding.  
The occurrence of misbinding errors in the data presented in Chapter 2 was 
remarkably high; for example, for the middle item in 5-item sequences, subjects 
responded with a non-target orientation in as much as 50% of the cases. The 
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simple stimuli –coloured bars– used in these experiments were characterised 
by a high degree of visual similarity, and it seems plausible that this might 
have led to such a high frequency of misbinding. One could hypothesise that 
misbinding might occur less commonly with real-world objects, which are often 
much more complex. It would be interesting to test this hypothesis empirically, 
for example by examining misbinding while varying item similarity 
parametrically, or by comparing between simple, abstract items such as those 
used here and more realistic, complex objects.    
Chapter 2 focused on WM for static orientation; interestingly, a subsequent 
study testing orientation for moving patterns has shown very similar results 
(Zokaei et al., 2011). Future work should investigate whether these results 
extend to other visual dimensions. Additionally, it would be interesting to test 
WM precision for multiple visual dimensions in a single sequential task, as 
Bays et al. (2011b) did for simultaneously presented items. By examining 
whether errors between feature dimensions are correlated, this approach could 
further clarify the issue of feature binding in sequences. 
 
7.2 Effects of goal-directed attention 
As we saw in Chapter 1 (section 1.4), the contents of VWM are controlled by 
processes commonly associated with goal-directed attention (Rock and Gutman, 
1981; Smyth and Scholey, 1994; Smyth, 1996; Awh et al., 1998, 2006; Awh and 
Jonides, 2001; Zanto and Gazzaley, 2009; Rutman et al., 2010). Note that the 
term attention is used here rather loosely, to include a multitude of potentially 
dissociable processes which lead to prioritisation of specific visual information. 
These processes can be highly dynamic – goal-directed modulation of VWM 
takes place even in retrospect, after encoding is completed (Griffin and Nobre, 
2003; Lepsien and Nobre, 2007; Makovski and Jiang, 2007; Makovski et al., 
2008; Astle et al., 2009, 2012; Sligte et al., 2010; Lepsien et al., 2011; Pertzov et 
al., 2012a). However, the role of goal-directed control in determining VWM 
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precision across time, for sequentially presented items, had not been studied 
before.  
In Chapter 3, I examined how memory precision was affected by the relative 
behavioural relevance of each of the objects in a sequence. Task-relevance of 
items presented in sequence was manipulated by modulating how frequently 
each of them was probed. In a first experiment, this difference in task-
relevance was relative, meaning that non-cued items were still tested, albeit in 
a smaller proportion of the trials. VWM precision for cued and non-cued items 
was compared with a baseline neutral condition, where all items were equally 
task-relevant. I found that cueing enhanced WM precision significantly for 
more task-relevant objects, but with a corresponding reduction in memory 
resolution for the remaining items (Figure 3.1A). Critically, both the beneficial 
effect of cueing on memory for the task relevant item, and the detrimental 
effect on other items were present at all serial orders throughout the sequence 
(Figure 3.1B). These results could be well accounted for by a flexible memory 
resource, which can be dynamically redistributed according to an item’s 
behavioural priority, not only in space (Bays and Husain, 2008), but also across 
time. 
To examine the cognitive mechanisms underlying the allocation and 
redistribution of VWM resources according to task-relevance, I applied to the 
distribution of responses for each condition the same probabilistic model which 
was used in the previous chapter (Figure 2.5; Bays and Husain, 2008; Bays et 
al., 2009). This analysis revealed that a significant proportion of the gain in 
precision for the cued items could be explained by a reduction of erroneous 
responses to non-targets, suggesting that feature binding was more effective for 
more task-relevant –and therefore better attended– items (Figure 3.2). 
Conversely, for the remaining items in the sequence, which were less task-
relevant, reduced VWM precision could not be explained by non-target 
responses, but by an increase in random responses (Figure 3.2), possibly 
suggesting incomplete encoding of these items.  
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Therefore, goal-directed processes appeared to have affected VWM for 
sequentially presented items by two distinct mechanisms: enhancement of 
feature integration for better attended objects, and incomplete encoding of 
individual features of ‘uncued’ items, which received less attention. This 
behavioural dissociation is in keeping EEG and fMRI results suggesting that 
enhancement of task-relevant information and suppression of distracting, 
irrelevant stimuli are dissociable also neurally (Gazzaley et al., 2005a, 2005b, 
2008).  
The improvement in binding within VWM for sequentially presented items 
which receive enhanced goal directed attention, as demonstrated here, is in 
keeping with the general framework proposed by Wheeler and Treisman 
(2002), according to which feature integration requires attention. Also in 
agreement with this framework, previous studies have shown selective 
impairment of feature binding in WM when attention was engaged elsewhere 
(Elsley and Parmentier, 2009; Fougnie and Marois, 2009; Brown and 
Brockmole, 2010). In contrast, other authors have found that exogenous spatial 
cueing did not impair maintenance of feature binding (Gajewski and 
Brockmole, 2006). A further study found that attentional distraction did not 
influence memory for colour-shape conjunctions more than for individual 
features, as long as the items were simultaneously presented, but binding was 
selectively impaired in a task using sequential presentation (Allen et al., 
2006b). This might suggest that the results from previous studies examining 
attentional effects on VWM in simultaneous presentation cannot be necessarily 
extrapolated to sequences, therefore further work is needed to characterise the 
role of attentional modulation of memory across time. 
It is important to note that the majority of the above studies have examined 
the effects of stimulus-driven, rather than goal-directed, attention, or have 
used concurrent tasks directing attentional resources away from the memory 
task. In contrast, the studies presented in Chapter 3 of this thesis examine 
goal-directed filtering in WM. As the effects of these different modes of 
attention on VWM might be dissociable, in future work, it would be interesting 
to investigate the individual contributions of top-down and bottom-up attention 
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on VWM precision and feature integration within VWM in sequential and 
simultaneous presentation. For example, by varying both task-relevance and 
visual salience, future studies could examine the effects of each mode of 
attention on VWM precision for individual features and their conjunctions. 
An interesting further question was addressed in Chapter 3: is the ability to 
allocate memory resources flexibly across time according to task-relevance 
unlimited? If this was the case, one would expect memory precision for a task-
relevant object to be unaffected by the presence of task-irrelevant items in a 
sequence. I attempted to answer this question in a second experiment 
presented in Chapter 3. In this task, an item of a given colour was tested on all 
trials, with 100% validity. Therefore, all other items in the sequence were never 
probed, and were entirely task-irrelevant. WM precision was measured in the 
presence of such distracting items presented in sequence, and compared with a 
condition where a single (task-relevant) item was shown, and also with a 
baseline condition where all items were equally task-relevant. 
I found that although the presence of task-irrelevant items in the sequence did 
not impair VWM precision overall (Figure 3.3B), the first item in the sequence 
was remembered less precisely when followed by three subsequent distractors, 
when compared to an item followed by a matched blank delay (Figure 3.3B). 
Therefore, subjects were capable of filtering out previous items, or one and two 
subsequent distractors, but this filtering ability was limited: three subsequent 
task-irrelevant items were sufficient to decrease memory resolution for a task-
relevant object.  
Previous studies have used neural markers of individuals' attentional ability to 
filter out irrelevant stimuli, and examined the relationship of such measures 
with VWM capacity. Using contralateral delay activity, an EEG measure of top-
down attentional filtering, Vogel et al. (2005) found that high WM capacity 
individuals are much more efficient at selecting and maintaining only the task-
relevant items in VWM. In contrast, low capacity individuals unselectively 
encoded and maintained information about both relevant and irrelevant items 
(Vogel et al., 2005).  
Chapter 7: General Discussion 
223 
In Chapter 3, I used a behavioural index of filtering ability (Paragraph 3.3.2). 
This filtering index measured how WM precision for each individual was 
affected by the presence of distracting, task-irrelevant items as opposed to a 
condition where distractors were absent. I did not find a significant correlation 
between this filtering index and VWM precision, but this topic warrants 
further investigation. Specifically, it would be useful to examine in future 
whether individual differences in established measures of top-down attentional 
filtering, such as contralateral delay activity on EEG, correlate with the 
behavioural index of filtering ability introduced here.  
 
7.3 Insights from visual neglect 
Chapters 2 and 3 examined VWM precision across time and its modulation by 
goal-directed attention in healthy subjects. Moving a step further, Chapter 4 
investigated how these processes may be affected by visual neglect (Heilman 
and Valenstein, 1979; Mesulam, 1981, 1999; Stone and Greenwood, 1991; 
Driver and Mattingley, 1998; Parton et al., 2004) in a group of patients with 
focal lesions in the right cerebral hemisphere. Attentional deficits, including 
impairment in goal-directed attention, as well as complex deficits in VWM in 
neglect patients, including impairments in transaccadic memory, spatial 
memory and non-lateralised spatial memory, have been recognised as 
important components of visual neglect (Heilman and Watson, 2001; Husain 
and Rorden, 2003; Buxbaum et al., 2004; Corbetta and Shulman, 2011).  
However, it was not clear previously whether non-spatial VWM might also 
contribute to the syndrome. Using a change detection paradigm, one study 
found that VWM for spatial information, but not for object identity, was 
impaired in patients with right posterior parietal damage and neglect (Pisella 
et al., 2004). Nevertheless, it is possible that a continuous measure of VWM 
such as precision might be more sensitive in detecting non-spatial deficits than 
a change detection task which measures WM in binary fashion (for a review of  
the divergent results produced by these techniques, see Paragraph 1.2). 
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Furthermore, previous studies demonstrated impairments in the temporal 
dynamics of attention in neglect patients, such as a protracted attentional 
blink (Husain et al., 1997) and deficits in sustained attention (Hjaltason et al., 
1996; Robertson et al., 1997). However, VWM updating across time, and its 
goal-directed attentional modulation had not been studied before in this 
patient population.  
To examine these critical questions, in Chapter 4, I used modified versions of 
the sequential tasks introduced in Chapters 2 and 3. I examined memory 
precision for 1 to 3 sequentially presented items in a group of patients with 
visual neglect following right hemisphere stroke, and compared their 
performance with that of right-hemisphere stroke patients without clinically 
detectable neglect, and with age matched healthy volunteers. VWM precision 
for the tested feature, orientation, was profoundly impaired in neglect patients, 
even for a single item, when compared to healthy controls or stroke patients 
without clinically identifiable neglect. Stroke patients without neglect also 
performed significantly worse than healthy age-matched controls; however this 
impairment was mild, in contrast to the striking, profound WM deficit affecting 
the neglect group (Figure 4.2).  
These results could not be explained by pure motor or perceptual impairments, 
as patients performed well in a task controlling for these components of the 
sequential task (Figure 4.1). Both in the WM and in the control task, patients 
responded by rotating a probe on the screen using a dial,in the first case from 
memory, and in the second comparing with a visual target which was always 
present on the screen. However, it is interesting to note that neglect patients 
were profoundly impaired in the WM task even for a single item (Figure 4.2) 
when they did not have constant visual feedback on the target orientation. 
Therefore, impairment in the sequential task for one item, albeit not purely 
perceptual, might be a result of constructional and / or representational deficits 
which are accentuated when constant visual feedback on the target orientation 
is absent. This hypothesis would be in keeping with known deficits in mental 
rotation, mental imagery and constructional ability in patients with right 
parietal lesions and neglect (Gainotti et al., 1977; Ratcliff, 1979; Hier et al., 
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1983). Comparing between active rotation using a dial –which has a 
constructional and mental rotation element– as in the task presented in 
Chapter 4, with a two-alternative forced choice task, in which the 
constructional element would be removed, might elucidate this issue further.  
In Paragraph 4.4.3 I described an interesting perseverative behaviour of a 
proportion of neglect patients when using the response dial. These patients 
tended to rotate the probe multiple times before deciding on a response. This 
was observed qualitatively but unfortunately not studied quantitatively. A 
further insight on the nature of the profound WM deficit of neglect patients on 
the sequential WM task might be provided by studying this more 
systematically. This might lead to interesting insights into the relationship of 
constructional abilities with mental representation within WM and how a 
breakdown in the interaction of these cognitive areas might lead to behavioural 
deficits in neglect patients.  
Another possibility is that the sequential WM task results might be explained 
in part by impairment in temporal dynamics of attention. Indeed, a protracted 
attentional blink (AB) has been demonstrated in neglect, whereby the 
physiological impairment in the ability to detect a second stimulus following an 
attended target, normally for 180-270ms (Raymond et al., 1992), is prolonged 
up to 1200ms in neglect patients (Husain et al., 1997). However, the timescale 
of stimulus presentation in the task used in Chapter 4 was considerably slower 
than even the remarkably protracted AB noted in neglect patients, allowing 
2000ms for visual processing of each target. Therefore, these results are in 
keeping with a profound deficit of non-spatial WM in neglect, although it is not 
impossible that a protracted AB might have contributed to impaired 
performance.  
In a further task, voluntary attention was manipulated by predictive cueing, in 
a similar way to Experiment 1 in Chapter 3. While WM precision for cued 
items of any order in the sequence improved in stroke patients without neglect, 
in a similar way to healthy controls, remarkably, VWM in neglect patients did 
not improve with predictive cueing (Figure 4.5). This impairment in 
Chapter 7: General Discussion 
226 
reallocating attentional resources voluntarily across time in neglect is also in 
keeping with previously recognised deficits in detection of behaviourally 
relevant stimuli, which need not be lateralised, in neglect (Husain et al., 1997; 
Samuelsson et al., 1998; Robertson, 2001; Husain and Rorden, 2003; Malhotra 
et al., 2009). However, the profound impairment for a single item in the WM 
task where no cueing was present (Figure 4.2) precludes interpretation of the 
absence of cueing effect in this group.   
In a carefully designed study, Bays et al. (2010) tracked the eye movements of 
neglect patient in a visual search task, while systematically manipulating both 
task-relevance and visual salience of the presented stimuli. They demonstrated 
that both goal-directed and stimulus-driven attention contribute to target 
selection in a biased competition in which the priority of contralesional targets 
is undervalued. Furthermore, they were able to ameliorate this spatial bias in 
goal-directed search by modifying the spatial distribution of stimulus salience 
(Bays et al., 2010). An interesting further direction might consist in 
manipulating goal-directed and stimulus-driven attention in a similar way, but 
across time, rather than space, to examine how abnormal temporal dynamics of 
attention and WM in neglect patients might be affected by such manipulations.  
Neglect is not a simple deficit – rather, it consists of a combination of spatially 
lateralised and non-lateralised component cognitive deficits (Husain and 
Rorden, 2003; Buxbaum et al., 2004; Verdon et al., 2010), and the extent of 
impairment in each of these cognitive components might not be the same in 
every patient. Lesion studies on some of the component deficits of neglect 
support the hypothesis that damage to different parts of a complex network 
produces different combinations of cognitive deficits (Husain et al., 2000; 
Committeri et al., 2007; Bays et al., 2010; Verdon et al., 2010). In Chapter 4, I 
presented the results a Voxel-based Lesion-Symptom Mapping (VLSM) study 
aiming to identify damaged brain areas associated with loss of WM precision or 
insensitivity to predictive cueing. This analysis was carried out in the entire 
group of patients with right hemisphere stroke, taking into account their 
performance in standard visual search tasks.  
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VWM precision was determined by lesions in the right inferior frontal gyrus 
and insula, as well as in subcortical structures, including the globus pallidus, 
putamen and caudate (Figure 4.8). The involvement of the inferior frontal 
gyrus in VWM is consistent with the results of several neuroimaging studies 
which showed evidence of VWM related activity in the inferior temporal cortex 
(Courtney et al., 1997; Sala et al., 2003; Rämä and Courtney, 2005), and 
particularly object-selective activity (Druzgal and D’Esposito, 2003; Ranganath 
et al., 2004a, 2004b). The involvement of the basal ganglia, and particularly of 
the globus pallidus, is also in keeping with neuroimaging results both in 
healthy subjects (McNab and Klingberg, 2007), and in focal lesion patients 
(Voytek and Knight, 2010). The relationship between neural activity in the 
basal ganglia and that in the prefrontal cortex in supporting WM processes 
merits further investigation. Examination of the functional and structural 
connectivity between these regions during WM tasks in healthy individuals 
and focal lesion patients using MRI analysis techniques such as dynamic 
causal modelling (DCM) and diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) might help in 
elucidating the interplay between these regions in WM processes.  
Insensitivity to cueing was associated with lesions in a different set of regions, 
not overlapping with those associated with WM precision. Specifically, cueing 
was determined by lesions in the angular gyrus of the right inferior parietal 
lobule, an area in the right premotor cortex in proximity to the frontal eye field 
(FEF), and white matter areas, several of which may overlap with the superior 
longitudinal fasciculus (SLF) (Figure 4.8). The right inferior parietal lobule 
(IPL) is commonly lesioned in neglect (Vallar and Perani, 1986; Heilman and 
Watson, 2001; Mort et al., 2003), and it has been implicated in spatial 
perception, spatial attention and action (Corbetta and Shulman, 2002; 
Rizzolatti and Matelli, 2003; Husain and Nachev, 2007; Vandenberghe et al., 
2012). The result that lesions in the angular gyrus cause insensitivity to 
predictive cueing is interesting, as previous fMRI studies have linked top-down 
attentional spatial selection to more posterior parietal areas, namely the 
intraparietal sulcus within the dorsal posterior parietal cortex, rather than to 
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the angular gyrus and IPL (Corbetta et al., 2000; Corbetta and Shulman, 
2002).    
Critically, however, the IPL is also active in a range of non-spatial tasks 
(Husain and Nachev, 2007), which, importantly, include non-spatial, sequential 
selective attention tasks (Coull and Frith, 1998; Wojciulik and Kanwisher, 
1999; Marois et al., 2000). The IPL has been shown to be part of several fronto-
parietal networks (Corbetta and Shulman, 2002; Husain and Nachev, 2007; 
Catani and Thiebaut de Schotten, 2008a). Furthermore, fMRI studies have 
suggested that this area is implicated in storage of locations and objects within 
WM (Todd and Marois, 2004, 2005; Xu and Chun, 2006; McNab and Klingberg, 
2007), a result which is in keeping with recordings from the homologous region 
LIP in the monkey (Constantinidis and Steinmetz, 1996; Pesaran et al., 2002). 
The results from the lesion analysis presented in Chapter 4 suggest that the 
role of the IPL might extend beyond simple storage to goal-directed selection 
within WM. This aspect of the IPL merits further investigation. Larger studies 
in patients with highly focal lesions of the IPL, as well as carefully designed 
fMRI studies using tasks which can distinguish WM storage from goal-directed 
selection, might help in pursuing this question further. 
 
7.4 Dopaminergic modulation of visual neglect 
As mentioned in the previous section, neglect can be seen as a syndrome 
consisting of several component deficits (Heilman and Valenstein, 1979; 
Mesulam, 1999; Husain and Rorden, 2003; Hillis, 2006; Bartolomeo, 2007). 
Such cognitive components include impairments in VWM (Wojciulik et al., 
2001; Pisella et al., 2004; Mannan et al., 2005; Ferber and Danckert, 2006; 
Parton et al., 2006; also see Chapter 4 in this thesis), selective and sustained 
attention (Posner et al., 1984; Robertson et al., 1997, 1998). The study 
presented in Chapter 5 tested the hypothesis that visual neglect could be 
ameliorated by targeted pharmacological modification of one or more of these 
component deficits. 
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The pivotal and multifaceted role of dopamine in WM processes has been 
outlined in Chapter 1 (Paragraph 1.6.2), including the discrete effects of D1 
versus D2 receptor agonist activity (Sawaguchi et al., 1990; Schneider et al., 
1994; Müller et al., 1998). In addition to its role in working memory, new 
findings suggest that frontal D1 receptor activity can have long-range, 
modulatory effects on visual areas subserving attention (Noudoost and Moore, 
2011). Furthermore, dopaminergic neuronal networks have a well-recognised 
role in alerting or allocating attention to unexpected sensory cues based on the 
behavioural relevance of the stimulus (Bromberg-Martin et al., 2010).  
A compelling hypothesis based on these observations is that a dopamine 
agonist with high affinity to D1 receptors might ameliorate neglect in stroke 
patients by modulating attention and/or working memory. Rotigotine was 
selected as a good candidate for such pharmacological modulation as it has 
high affinity for the D1 receptor compared to many other licensed dopamine 
agonists (Jenner, 2005; Naidu and Chaudhuri, 2007). However it should be 
noted that rotigotine is not selective to the D1 receptor, but it also has D2 and 
D3 receptor agonist actions (Belluzzi et al., 1994; Jenner, 2005; Naidu and 
Chaudhuri, 2007). Therefore, the effect of rotigotine studied in Chapter 5 may 
also have been mediated, at least in part, by D2 and/or D3 agonist activity. In 
future studies it would be interesting to examine the effects of a highly 
selective D1 receptor agonist in neglect, and compare those with the effects of 
D2/D3 agonists. 
In Chapter 5 I presented a double-blind, randomised, placebo controlled trial of 
the dopamine agonist rotigotine in 16 patients with hemispatial neglect and 
unilateral weakness following right hemisphere stroke. A replicated ABA N-of-1 
randomised design was used. Each patient's performance was measured in 
three phases, each consisting of several assessment sessions: before treatment 
(phase A1), while receiving transdermal rotigotine (phase B) and after 
discontinuation of the drug (phase A2). Crucially, the exact duration of each 
phase was randomised across patients. Performance on rotigotine was 
compared with the pre-treatment baseline and post-treatment follow-up 
phases. Crucially, this design allows robust evaluation of the effectiveness of an 
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intervention in small sample sizes, theoretically even in single subjects 
(Edgington and Onghena, 2007).  
The choice of this design was based on two main considerations. First, as 
discussed in Paragraph 1.6.2, the effects of dopaminergic drugs on cognition, 
including WM, are highly variable between individuals, depending on their 
baseline performance (Kimberg et al., 1997, 2001; Mattay et al., 2000; Kimberg 
and D’Esposito, 2003; Gibbs and D’Esposito, 2005). Therefore, a design giving 
the possibility to examine drug effects in small subgroups or even in individual 
patients was more appropriate than a more commonly used clinical trial design 
with separate placebo and drug groups, as the latter would only demonstrate 
group effects, potentially concealing beneficial effects in some subjects and 
negative effects in others. Second, N-of-1 randomised designs provide more 
statistical power in small sample sizes (Edgington and Onghena, 2007), such as 
the group of 16 patients available in this study. 
Treatment with rotigotine was associated with significant improvement in 
visual search, as quantified by the Mesulam shape cancellation task in the 
group of all 16 patients (Figure 5.3). The effect size was considerable, 
representing a 12.8% increase in the number of targets found on the left in the 
actual treatment allocation in comparison to all possible permutations of the 
data. This result compares favourably with the effects of most other 
neuromodulatory agents established in the clinical treatment of cognitive 
deficits, which overall are typically very modest (Husain and Mehta, 2011).  
 However, response to treatment was variable between individuals, with some 
patients demonstrating considerable improvement on visual search on 
rotigotine, and others showing little or no benefit (Figure 5.6c). Importantly, 
this variability did not appear to depend on baseline visual search performance 
(Figure 5.6c), perhaps contrary to what might be expected based on previous 
studies (Kimberg et al., 1997, 2001; Mattay et al., 2000; Kimberg and 
D’Esposito, 2003; Gibbs and D’Esposito, 2005). Furthermore, subgroup analysis 
suggested that response to the drug was not determined either by the relative 
preservation of the right prefrontal lobe, as beneficial effects on visual search 
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were noted both in the subgroup with minimal and in that with extensive 
prefrontal involvement (Figure 5.6c).  
The role of damage in certain brain regions in determining response to 
rotigotine was explored further using non-parametric mapping lesion analysis. 
The superior prefrontal area indicated by this analysis (Figure 5.7) shows 
substantial overlap with the right Frontal Eye Field (FEF – Brodmann area 8), 
which has a well-known role in visual search and attentional shifting 
(Gitelman et al., 2002; Moore and Fallah, 2004). The more ventral and rostral 
temporal area identified is in close proximity to the parahippocampal gyrus, 
which has critical role in neglect (Mort et al., 2003). Finally, the white matter 
areas shown in Figure 5.7 could be in keeping with parts of the superior 
longitudinal fasciculus (Catani and Thiebaut de Schotten, 2008b; Thiebaut de 
Schotten et al., 2008), which has been implicated in spatial awareness 
(Thiebaut de Schotten et al., 2005) and neglect (Bartolomeo et al., 2007; 
Urbanski et al., 2008). It is important to emphasise that this approach requires 
a considerably larger sample size to produce reliable results (Medina et al., 
2010), and therefore the conclusions from it should be treated with caution. 
Therefore, in the current study it has not been possible to identify a factor 
which might predict treatment response reliably. This remains an important 
question, as identifying such a predictor not only might help in understanding 
better the mechanism underlying the action of rotigotine in neglect, but it 
would also be clinically valuable, as it would aid patient selection, leading to 
targeted treatment of individuals that are expected to respond favourably. 
Potential directions for future research that might identify such predictors 
could include analysis of genetic factors that influence the metabolism of 
dopamine, such as polymorphisms in the Catechol-O-Methyltransferase 
(COMT) gene (Mattay et al., 2000; Apud et al., 2006; Roussos et al., 2009), 
and/or use of Positron Emission Tomography (PET) imaging to quantify 
dopamine synthesis at baseline (Cools et al., 2008).  
Chapter 5 assessed the effectiveness of rotigotine in ameliorating spatial bias 
in neglect, but also examined possible cognitive mechanisms which might have 
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mediated this effect, including measures of spatial WM and selective attention. 
Rotigotine was not associated with improvement of spatial working memory, 
examined either indirectly, by measuring the number of revisits in the 
touchscreen cancellation task (Parton et al., 2006), or directly, with a vertical 
variant of the Corsi spatial memory task (Malhotra et al., 2005). Therefore, the 
hypothesis that rotigotine might improve performance on cancellation tasks by 
enhancing working memory for the location of previously cancelled targets, in 
keeping with the known role of D1 dopamine receptor activity in spatial 
working memory (Funahashi and Kubota, 1994; Castner et al., 2000; Castner 
and Goldman-Rakic, 2004), was not substantiated. However, it is possible that 
these measures of WM were not as sensitive as precision measures which were 
introduced after the protocol for the rotigotine study was established. In 
further studies, it would be useful to examine dopaminergic modulation of WM 
using measures of precision, both in healthy individuals and in patients with 
neglect. 
The effect rotigotine on goal-directed and stimulus-driven attention was 
measured in a dedicated task in which participants detected targets among of 
distractors randomly presented to the ipsilesional and contralesional visual 
fields, in sequence. Targets could be of low or high visual salience (Figure 5.8). 
Interestingly, responses to less salient (but equally task-relevant) targets 
relative to the more salient ones became faster on the left with rotigotine. This 
result may be in keeping with more effective voluntary allocation of selective 
attention to the task-relevant visual targets, and less involuntary attentional 
capture, driven by stimulus salience, on rotigotine. Therefore, it is possible that 
rotigotine improved performance on the Mesulam shape cancellation task by 
enhancing selective attention to the targets, while reducing involuntary 
attentional capture by the distractors. This result is in keeping with the known 
role of dopamine in attention switching, arousal to behaviourally relevant 
stimuli and goal-directed behaviour (Bromberg-Martin et al., 2010; Cools, 
2011).  
Interestingly, the significant treatment effect observed on the Mesulam task 
was not seen on two similar visual search tests (Bells and touchscreen invisible 
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cancellation tasks). Taken together with the specific enhancement of responses 
to less salient targets in the selective attention task, this discrepancy might be 
due to the characteristics of each of these visual search tasks. In contrast to the 
abstract shapes used as targets and distractors in the Mesulam test, targets in 
the Bells task are highly salient object silhouettes, therefore it is conceivable 
that improvement on this task through further enhancement of visual salience 
was not possible due to a ceiling effect. On the other hand, the touchscreen 
invisible cancellation task (in which no visible mark appears on the screen 
when a target is identified) may depend heavily on a WM component to 
determine which targets have been already cancelled to prevent 'revisiting' of 
targets that have been already cancelled. As shown in the vertical Corsi task, 
treatment with rotigotine was not associated with an improvement in WM, 
therefore this might have been the limiting factor in preventing improvement 
in visual search on the invisible cancellation task.  
L-dopa as an adjuvant of physiotherapy has been demonstrated to improve 
motor function in stroke patients with unilateral weakness (Scheidtmann et 
al., 2001). In the current study, there was no significant effect of rotigotine 
treatment on motor performance. However, the study was not designed to 
assess drug effects prospectively, and the amount of physiotherapy received by 
each patient was not controlled, therefore although an effect of rotigotine alone 
on motor performance was not demonstrated, it remains an open question 
whether this drug may benefit motor rehabilitation when used as adjuvant of 
physiotherapy. Indeed, given the well-recognised role of dopamine in complex 
reinforcement learning (Dayan and Balleine, 2002; Wise, 2004), a possible 
synergistic role of dopamine agonists in novel rehabilitative approaches that 
aim to improve spatial awareness in neglect (Parton et al., 2004) also presents 
itself as an important question for future research.  
In Chapter 5, I presented the first successful randomised double-blind placebo 
controlled study of the dopamine agonist rotigotine in a group of stroke 
patients with hemispatial neglect and unilateral weakness. Rotigotine was 
associated with significant improvement in visual search, and this effect might 
have been mediated by an enhancement of selective, goal-directed attention. 
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Larger trials should confirm whether this treatment may be practical for 
widespread clinical use in visual neglect following stroke, or indicate predictive 
markers of treatment response.  
 
7.5 Insights from MTL lesion patients 
Studies of patients with focal lesions of the medial temporal lobe (MTL), with 
Scoville and Milner's patient HM as an archetypical example (Scoville and 
Milner, 1957), have been instrumental in establishing the role of that area in 
long-term memory (LTM) processes (Milner, 1970; Squire and Zola-Morgan, 
1991; Burgess et al., 2002; Simons and Spiers, 2003; Squire et al., 2004; Bird 
and Burgess, 2008). However, the role of the MTL in supporting WM functions 
has been more controversial. According to some views, medial temporal (MTL) 
structures, including the perirhinal, parahippocampal, entorhinal areas and 
hippocampus, are vital for LTM, but not involved in WM (Squire and Zola-
Morgan, 1991; Squire, 1992; Alvarez et al., 1994). In contrast, evidence from 
lesion studies in monkeys and humans, suggested that intact function in these 
areas is necessary in order to maintain representations of novel or complex 
objects even across short delays (Murray and Mishkin, 1986; Meunier et al., 
1993; Eacott et al., 1994; Hannula et al., 2006; Olson et al., 2006a, 2006b; 
Ezzyat and Olson, 2008; Finke et al., 2008).  
In Chapter 6, I studied WM precision in two patients with extensive lesions 
involving the MTL following HSV encephalitis, but also in two patients with a 
recently recognized condition associated with much more focal medial temporal 
lobe involvement due to autoimmune limbic encephalitis associated with 
antibodies to components of the voltage-gated potassium channel (VGKC) 
complex (Vincent et al., 2004, 2011). Crucially, several lines of evidence suggest 
that VGKC-associated encephalitis is highly selective to limbic structures, 
including the hippocampus, and to a lesser extent, the amygdala (Ances et al., 
2005; Harrower et al., 2006; Khan et al., 2009; Herranz-Pérez et al., 2010). 
Owing to this anatomical selectivity, the study of patients with VGKC-
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associated encephalitis could offer new insights on the role of the hippocampus 
in cognition, including its involvement in VWM.  
Using a modified version of the sequential WM task introduced in Chapter 2, I 
found that VWM precision for the orientation of sequentially presented 
coloured bars was impaired, despite intact performance on a control task which 
did not require memory, and on standard measures of verbal and spatial WM 
(digit span and Corsi spatial span). 
One hypothesis which might explain this discrepancy between the sequential 
precision task and the standard memory tests could relate to a potential role of 
the MTL in visual feature binding. Indeed the sequential precision task 
required subjects to remember associations between colour and orientation, 
while intact memory for associations was not necessary for either digit span or 
Corsi task. Such a role for the MTL would be theoretically plausible 
(Eichenbaum, 2006; Konkel and Cohen, 2009), and in keeping with previous 
imaging results implicating this region  in feature  binding information in 
VWM (Piekema et al., 2006; Hannula and Ranganath, 2008).   
As previously, I examined potential sources of loss of WM precision using a 
generative model which considers the distribution of responses taking into 
account variability in subject's responses to the target orientation, a certain 
probability of responding using the orientation of a non-target, and random 
error (Bays et al., 2009). This analysis it suggested that non-target responses 
in three-item sequences were significantly elevated for one patient with VGKC-
associated encephalitis, but this was not the case in any of the other patients. 
Additionally, an increase in the random (uniform) component of the model 
accounted for a much higher proportion of variability in patients than non-
target responses. In any case, results from this analysis should be treated with 
caution as they are based on a limited amount of noisy data.  
A more recent study on a more extensive group of VGKC-associated 
encephalitis patients provided a more definitive answer on the role of MTL in 
WM binding, demonstrating failure of effective binding between location and 
object identity within WM in this group of patients (Pertzov et al., 2013). These 
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results are in keeping with previous imaging studies implicating the MTL in 
object-location binding (Piekema et al., 2006; Hannula and Ranganath, 2008). 
Interestingly, a further study demonstrated fMRI activation in the MTL during 
object-location binding, as well as in associations between different objects but 
not in binding between non-spatial features within objects (Piekema et al., 
2010). These results call for further exploration of the role of the MTL in non-
spatial feature integration within VWM. Future studies on patients with 
highly focal MTL lesions, such as those resulting from VGKC-associated 
encephalitis, should measure directly impairments in binding of location with 
other visual features versus binding between non-spatial features of objects in 
VWM.   
 
7.6 Conclusions 
In this thesis, I attempted to encompass the problem of VWM updating across 
time and its goal-directed attentional control from multiple perspectives.  
Using precision as an index of WM in healthy individuals provided new 
insights on how WM resources can be flexibly reallocated across time. By 
manipulating task-relevance of visual objects across time, I explored the 
physiological capability and limitations of VWM systems in redistributing 
memory resources dynamically across time according to behavioural relevance.  
Studying how these physiological processes were affected by focal brain lesions 
in carefully selected patient populations offers the opportunity to gain more 
insight into the neural correlates of VWM and goal-directed attention. What is 
more, it can lead to a better understanding of the role of these cognitive 
processes in complex clinical syndromes such as visual neglect. In Chapter 4, I 
found for the first time a profound non-spatial impairment in WM and its 
voluntary attentional control in neglect, and studied the lesional correlates of 
each of these cognitive deficits. The role of the MTL in VWM across time was 
examined in Chapter 6 in individual patients with focal lesions due to VGCK-
associated encephalitis or HSV encephalitis.  
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A more detailed understanding of the cognitive components of complex clinical 
syndromes, such as visual neglect, may open pathways to targeted treatment. 
In turn, the study of pharmacological modulation of cognition in such patient 
populations may lead to better understanding of the underlying cognitive 
function and dysfunction. In Chapter 5 I showed that the dopamine agonist 
rotigotine was associated with significant improvement in visual search in a 
group of patients with visual neglect following stroke, and I proposed a 
potential mechanism of this effect through enhancement of selective, goal-
directed attention. 
This thesis attempted to exploit the exciting synergy between basic and clinical 
research in cognitive neuroscience. In this regard, I hope it may serve as a 
starting point for further work aiming to understand cognition and ameliorate 






Aggleton JP, Brown MW (1999) Episodic memory, amnesia, and the hippocampal-
anterior thalamic axis. Behavioral and Brain Sciences 22:425–444  
Allen JS, Tranel D, Bruss J, Damasio H (2006)(a) Correlations between regional 
brain volumes and memory performance in anoxia. Journal of Clinical and 
Experimental Neuropsychology 28:457–476  
Allen RJ, Baddeley AD, Hitch GJ (2006)(b) Is the binding of visual features in 
working memory resource-demanding? Journal of Experimental Psychology 
135:298–313  
Allen RJ, Hitch GJ, Baddeley AD (2009) Cross-modal binding and working 
memory. Visual Cognition 17:83–102  
Alvarez GA, Cavanagh P (2004) The capacity of visual short-term memory is set 
both by visual information load and by number of objects. Psychological Science 
15:106–111  
Alvarez GA, Thompson TW (2009) Overwriting and rebinding: Why feature-
switch detection tasks underestimate the binding capacity of visual working 
memory. Visual Cognition 17:141–159  
Alvarez P, Zola-Morgan S, Squire LR (1994) The animal model of human 
amnesia: long-term memory impaired and short-term memory intact. Proceedings 
of the National Academy of Sciences 91:5637–5641  
Amiez C, Petrides M (2007) Selective involvement of the mid-dorsolateral 
prefrontal cortex in the coding of the serial order of visual stimuli in working 
memory. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 104:13786–13791  
Ances BM, Vitaliani R, Taylor RA, Liebeskind DS, Voloschin A, Houghton DJ, 
Galetta SL, Dichter M, Alavi A, Rosenfeld MR (2005) Treatment-responsive 
limbic encephalitis identified by neuropil antibodies: MRI and PET correlates. 
Brain 128:1764–1777  
Apud JA, Mattay V, Chen J, Kolachana BS, Callicott JH, Rasetti R, Alce G, 
Iudicello JE, Akbar N, Egan MF (2006) Tolcapone improves cognition and cortical 




Arnsten AFT, Cai JX, Murphy BL, Goldman-Rakic PS (1994) Dopamine D1 
receptor mechanisms in the cognitive performance of young adult and aged 
monkeys. Psychopharmacology 116:143–151  
Aron AR, Fletcher PC, Bullmore T, Sahakian BJ, Robbins TW (2003) Stop-signal 
inhibition disrupted by damage to right inferior frontal gyrus in humans. Nature 
Neuroscience 6:115–116  
Aron AR, Robbins TW, Poldrack RA (2004) Inhibition and the right inferior 
frontal cortex. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 8:170–177  
Ashbridge E, Cowey A, Wade D (1999) Does parietal cortex contribute to feature 
binding? Neuropsychologia 37:999–1004  
Van Asselen M, Kessels RP, Frijns CJ, Kappelle LJ, Neggers SF, Postma A (2009) 
Object-location memory: a lesion-behavior mapping study in stroke patients. 
Brain and Cognition 71:287–294  
Astle DE, Scerif G (2011) Interactions between attention and visual short-term 
memory (VSTM): What can be learnt from individual and developmental 
differences? Neuropsychologia 49:1435–1445  
Astle DE, Scerif G, Kuo B-C, Nobre AC (2009) Spatial selection of features within 
perceived and remembered objects. Frontiers in Human Neuroscience 3  
Astle DE, Summerfield J, Griffin I, Nobre AC (2012) Orienting attention to 
locations in mental representations. Attention, Perception, & Psychophysics 74:1–
17  
Athanassakis AN (2004) Hesiod: Theogony, Works and Days, Shield. Johns 
Hopkins University Press. 
Atkinson RC, Shiffrin RM (1968) Human memory: A proposed system and its 
control processes. The psychology of learning and motivation: Advances in 
research and theory 2:89–195  
Aultman JM, Moghaddam B (2001) Distinct contributions of glutamate and 
dopamine receptors to temporal aspects of rodent working memory using a 
clinically relevant task. Psychopharmacology 153:353–364  
Avons SE (1998) Serial report and item recognition of novel visual patterns. 
British Journal of Psychology 89:285–308  
Awh E, Barton B, Vogel EK (2007) Visual Working Memory Represents a Fixed 
Number of Items Regardless of Complexity. Psychological Science 18:622–628  
Awh E, Jonides J (2001) Overlapping mechanisms of attention and spatial 
working memory. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 5:119–126  
Bibliography 
240 
Awh E, Jonides J, Reuter-Lorenz PA (1998) Rehearsal in spatial working memory. 
Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance 24:780  
Awh E, Vogel EK, Oh SH (2006) Interactions between attention and working 
memory. Neuroscience 139:201–208  
Azouvi P, Olivier S, De Montety G, Samuel C, Louis-Dreyfus A, Tesio L (2003) 
Behavioral assessment of unilateral neglect: Study of the psychometric properties 
of the Catherine Bergego Scale. Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation 
84:51–57  
Babiloni C, Babiloni F, Carducci F, Cincotti F, Vecchio F, Cola B, Rossi S, Miniussi 
C, Rossini PM (2004) Functional frontoparietal connectivity during short-term 
memory as revealed by high-resolution EEG coherence analysis. Behavioral 
Neuroscience 118:687  
Baddeley A (1992) Working memory. Science 255:556–559  
Baddeley A (2000) The episodic buffer: a new component of working memory? 
Trends in Cognitive Sciences 4:417–423  
Baddeley A (2003) Working memory: looking back and looking forward. Nature 
Reviews. Neuroscience 4:829–39  
Baddeley AD (2007) Working memory, thought, and action. Oxford University 
Press. 
Baddeley AD, Hitch GJ (1974) Working memory. The psychology of learning and 
motivation 8:47–89  
Baddeley AD, Thomson N, Buchanan M (1975) Word length and the structure of 
short-term memory. Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal Behavior 14:575–589  
Baddeley AD, Warrington EK (1970) Amnesia and the distinction between long-
and short-term memory. Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal Behavior 9:176–
189  
Badre D, Wagner AD (2007) Left ventrolateral prefrontal cortex and the cognitive 
control of memory. Neuropsychologia 45:2883–2901  
Bannon MJ, Roth RH (1983) Pharmacology of mesocortical dopamine neurons. 
Pharmacological Reviews 35:53–68  
Barcelo F, Suwazono S, Knight RT (2000) Prefrontal modulation of visual 
processing in humans. Nat Neurosci 3:399–403  
Barrett AM, Crucian GP, Schwartz RL, Heilman KM (1999) Adverse effect of 
dopamine agonist therapy in a patient with motor-intentional neglect. Archives of 
Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation 80:600–603  
Bibliography 
241 
Bartolomeo P (2007) Visual neglect. Current Opinion in Neurology 20:381–386  
Bartolomeo P, Chokron S (2002) Orienting of attention in left unilateral neglect. 
Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews 26:217–234 Available at: [Accessed June 
6, 2011]. 
Bartolomeo P, D’Erme P, Perri R, Gainotti G (1998) Perception and action in 
hemispatial neglect. Neuropsychologia 36:227–237  
Bartolomeo P, Thiebaut de Schotten M, Doricchi F (2007) Left Unilateral Neglect 
as a Disconnection Syndrome. Cereb. Cortex 17:2479–2490  
Bates E, Wilson SM, Saygin AP, Dick F, Sereno MI, Knight RT, Dronkers NF 
(2003) Voxel-based lesion-symptom mapping. Nature Neuroscience 6:448–449  
Bauer RH, Fuster JM (1976) Delayed-matching and delayed-response deficit from 
cooling dorsolateral prefrontal cortex in monkeys. Journal of Comparative and 
Physiological Psychology 90:293  
Bays PM, Catalao R, Husain M (2009) The precision of visual working memory is 
set by allocation of a shared resource. Journal of Vision 9:7  
Bays PM, Gorgoraptis N, Wee N, Marshall L, Husain M (2011)(a) Temporal 
dynamics of encoding, storage, and reallocation of visual working memory. 
Journal of vision 11  
Bays PM, Husain M (2007) Spatial remapping of the visual world across 
saccades. Neuroreport 18:1207–13  
Bays PM, Husain M (2008) Dynamic shifts of limited working memory resources 
in human vision. Science 321:851–4  
Bays PM, Singh-Curry V, Gorgoraptis N, Driver J, Husain M (2010) Integration 
of Goal-and Stimulus-Related Visual Signals Revealed by Damage to Human 
Parietal Cortex. Journal of Neuroscience 30:5968  
Bays PM, Wu EY, Husain M (2011)(b) Storage and binding of object features in 
visual working memory. Neuropsychologia 49:1622–1631  
Belluzzi JD, Domino EF, May JM, Bankiewicz KS, McAfee DA (1994) N‐0923, a 
selective dopamine D2 receptor agonist, is efficacious in rat and monkey models 
of Parkinson’s disease. Movement Disorders 9:147–154  
Benarroch EE (2012) ADAM proteins, their ligands, and clinical implications. 
Neurology 78:914–920  
Benchenane K, Tiesinga PH, Battaglia FP (2011) Oscillations in the prefrontal 




Bentley P, Husain M, Dolan RJ (2004) Effects of cholinergic enhancement on 
visual stimulation, spatial attention, and spatial working memory. Neuron 
41:969–982  
Berman MG, Jonides J, Lewis RL (2009) In search of decay in verbal short-term 
memory. Learning, Memory 35:317–333  
Berryhill M, Olson IR (2008)(a) The right parietal lobe is critical for visual 
working memory. Neuropsychologia 46:1767–1774  
Berryhill ME, Olson IR (2008)(b) Is the Posterior Parietal lobe involved in 
working memory retrieval?: Evidence from Patients with bilateral Parietal lobe 
damage. Neuropsychologia 46:1775–1786  
Bird CM, Burgess N (2008) The hippocampus and memory: insights from spatial 
processing. Nature Reviews Neuroscience 9:182–194  
Bisiach E, Luzzatti C (1978) Unilateral neglect of representational space. Cortex 
14:129–133  
Bisley JW, Zaksas D, Droll JA, Pasternak T (2004) Activity of neurons in cortical 
area MT during a memory for motion task. Journal of neurophysiology 91:286–
300  
Blalock L., Clegg BA (2010) Encoding and representation of simultaneous and 
sequential arrays in visuospatial working memory. The Quarterly Journal of 
Experimental Psychology 63:856–862  
Blankenship AB (1938) Memory span: a review of the literature. Psychological 
Bulletin 35:1  
Bohannon RW (1999) Motricity Index Scores are Valid Indicators of Paretic Upper 
Extremity Strength Following Stroke. Journal of Physical Therapy Science 11:59–
61  
Bowen A, McKenna K, Tallis RC (1999) Reasons for Variability in the Reported 
Rate of Occurrence of Unilateral Spatial Neglect After Stroke. Stroke 30:1196–
1202 Available at: [Accessed April 12, 2011]. 
Breitmeyer BG (1984) Visual masking: An integrative approach. Clarendon Press 
Oxford. 
Brett M, Leff AP, Rorden C, Ashburner J (2001) Spatial Normalization of Brain 
Images with Focal Lesions Using Cost Function Masking. NeuroImage 14:486–
500  
Broadbent DE, Broadbent MHP (1981) Recency effects in visual memory. The 
Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology 33:1–15  
Bibliography 
243 
Broadbent DE, Cooper PF, FitzGerald P, Parkes KR (1982) The Cognitive 
Failures Questionnaire (CFQ) and its correlates. British Journal of Clinical 
Psychology  
Bromberg-Martin ES, Matsumoto M, Hikosaka O (2010) Dopamine in 
Motivational Control: Rewarding, Aversive, and Alerting. Neuron 68:815–834  
Brown GD, Neath I, Chater N (2002) A ratio model of scale-invariant memory and 
identification. Manuscript submitted for publication  
Brown LA, Brockmole JR (2010) The role of attention in binding visual features 
in working memory: Evidence from cognitive ageing. The Quarterly Journal of 
Experimental Psychology 63:2067–2079  
Brozoski TJ, Brown RM, Rosvold HE, Goldman PS (1979) Cognitive deficit caused 
by regional depletion of dopamine in prefrontal cortex of rhesus monkey. Science 
205:929–932  
Burgess N, Hitch GJ (1999) Memory for serial order: A network model of the 
phonological loop and its timing. Psychological Review 106:551–581  
Burgess N, Hitch GJ (2006) A revised model of short-term memory and long-term 
learning of verbal sequences. Journal of Memory and Language 55:627–652  
Burgess N, Maguire EA, O’Keefe J (2002) The human hippocampus and spatial 
and episodic memory. Neuron 35:625–642  
Buxbaum LJ, Ferraro M, Whyte J, Gershkoff A, Coslett HB (2007) Amantadine 
Treatment of Hemispatial Neglect. American Journal of Physical Medicine & 
Rehabilitation 86:527–537  
Buxbaum LJ, Ferraro MK, Veramonti T, Farne A, Whyte J, Ladavas E, 
Frassinetti F, Coslett HB (2004) Hemispatial neglect: Subtypes, neuroanatomy, 
and disability. Neurology  
Cadoret G, Petrides M (2007) Ventrolateral prefrontal neuronal activity related to 
active controlled memory retrieval in nonhuman primates. Cerebral Cortex 
17:i27–i40  
Cai JX, Arnsten AFT (1997) Dose-dependent effects of the dopamine D1 receptor 
agonists A77636 or SKF81297 on spatial working memory in aged monkeys. 
Journal of Pharmacology and Experimental Therapeutics 283:183–189  
Cambier J, Masson M, Graveleau P, Elghozi D (1982) Symptomatology of neglect 
in ischemic lesions of the territory of the right posterior cerebral artery. Role of 
thalamic lesions]. Revue Neurologique 138:631  
Bibliography 
244 
Cashdollar N, Duncan JS, Duzel E (2011) Challenging the classical distinction 
between long-term and short-term memory: reconsidering the role of the 
hippocampus. Future Neurology 6:351–362  
Castner SA, Goldman-Rakic PS (2004) Enhancement of Working Memory in Aged 
Monkeys by a Sensitizing Regimen of Dopamine D1 Receptor Stimulation. 
Journal of Neuroscience 24:1446–1450  
Castner SA, Williams GV, Goldman-Rakic PS (2000) Reversal of Antipsychotic-
Induced Working Memory Deficits by Short-Term Dopamine D1 Receptor 
Stimulation. Science 287:2020 –2022  
Catani M, Thiebaut de Schotten M (2008)(a) A diffusion tensor imaging 
tractography atlas for virtual in vivo dissections. Cortex 44:1105–1132  
Catani M, Thiebaut de Schotten M (2008)(b) A diffusion tensor imaging 
tractography atlas for virtual in vivo dissections. Cortex 44:1105–1132  
Cave CB, Squire LR (1992) Intact verbal and nonverbal short-term memory 
following damage to the human hippocampus. Hippocampus 2:151–163  
Chafee MV, Goldman-Rakic PS (1998) Matching patterns of activity in primate 
prefrontal area 8a and parietal area 7ip neurons during a spatial working 
memorytask. Journal of Neurophysiology 79:2919–2940  
Chafee MV, Goldman-Rakic PS (2000) Inactivation of parietal and prefrontal 
cortex reveals interdependence of neural activity during memory-guided 
saccades. Journal of Neurophysiology 83:1550–1566  
Champod AS, Petrides M (2007) Dissociable roles of the posterior parietal and the 
prefrontal cortex in manipulation and monitoring processes. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences 104:14837–14842  
Chan D, Fox NC, Scahill RI, Crum WR, Whitwell JL, Leschziner G, Rossor AM, 
Stevens JM, Cipolotti L, Rossor MN (2001) Patterns of temporal lobe atrophy in 
semantic dementia and Alzheimer’s disease. Annals of Neurology 49:433–442  
Chan D, Henley S, Rossor MN, Warrington EK (2007) Extensive and temporally 
ungraded retrograde amnesia in encephalitis associated with antibodies to 
voltage-gated potassium channels. Archives of Neurology 64:404  
Chan D, Janssen JC, Whitwell JL, Watt HC, Jenkins R, Frost C, Rossor MN, Fox 
NC (2003) Change in rates of cerebral atrophy over time in early-onset 
Alzheimer’s disease: longitudinal MRI study. The Lancet 362:1121–1122  
Chawla D, Rees G, Friston KJ (1999) The physiological basis of attentional 
modulation in extrastriate visual areas. Nature Neuroscience 2:671–676  
Bibliography 
245 
Cheal M, Gregory M (1997) Evidence of limited capacity and noise reduction with 
single-element displays in the location-cuing paradigm. Journal of Experimental 
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance 23:51  
Chelazzi L, Duncan J, Miller EK, Desimone R (1998) Responses of neurons in 
inferior temporal cortex during memory-guided visual search. Journal of 
Neurophysiology 80:2918–2940  
Chen J, Lipska BK, Halim N, Ma QD, Matsumoto M, Melhem S, Kolachana BS, 
Hyde TM, Herman MM, Apud J (2004) Functional analysis of genetic variation in 
catechol-O-methyltransferase (COMT): effects on mRNA, protein, and enzyme 
activity in postmortem human brain. American Journal of Human Genetics 
75:807  
Cherney LR, Halper AS, Kwasnica CM, Harvey RL, Zhang M (2001) Recovery of 
functional status after right hemisphere stroke: Relationship with unilateral 
neglect. Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation 82:322–328  
Chudasama Y, Robbins TW (2004) Dopaminergic modulation of visual attention 
and working memory in the rodent prefrontal cortex. Neuropsychopharmacology 
29:1628  
Chun MM, Golomb JD, Turk-Browne NB (2011) A Taxonomy of External and 
Internal Attention. Annual Review of Psychology 62:73–101  
Chun MM, Phelps EA (1999) Memory deficits for implicit contextual information 
in amnesic subjects with hippocampal damage. Nature Neuroscience 2:844–847  
Chun MM, Potter MC (1995) A two-stage model for multiple target detection in 
rapid serial visual presentation. Journal of Experimental Psychology-Human 
Perception and Performance 21:109–127  
Chun MM, Turk-Browne NB (2007) Interactions between attention and memory. 
Current opinion in neurobiology 17:177–184  
Cohen A, Rafal RD (1991) Attention and feature integration: Illusory conjunctions 
in a patient with a parietal lobe lesion. Psychological Science 2:106–110  
Cohen JD, Forman SD, Braver TS, Casey BJ, Servan‐Schreiber D, Noll DC (2004) 
Activation of the prefrontal cortex in a nonspatial working memory task with 
functional MRI. Human Brain Mapping 1:293–304  
Cohen JD, Perlstein WM, Braver TS, Nystrom LE, Noll DC, Jonides J, Smith EE 
(1997) Temporal dynamics of brain activation during a working memory task. 
Nature 386:604–608  
Coltheart M (1980) Iconic memory and visible persistence. Attention, Perception, 
& Psychophysics 27:183–228  
Bibliography 
246 
Committeri G, Pitzalis S, Galati G, Patria F, Pelle G, Sabatini U, Castriota-
Scanderbeg A, Piccardi L, Guariglia C, Pizzamiglio L (2007) Neural bases of 
personal and extrapersonal neglect in humans. Brain 130:431–441  
Compte A, Constantinidis C, Tegnér J, Raghavachari S, Chafee MV, Goldman-
Rakic PS, Wang X-J (2003) Temporally irregular mnemonic persistent activity in 
prefrontal neurons of monkeys during a delayed response task. Journal of 
Neurophysiology 90:3441–3454  
Constantinidis C, Steinmetz MA (1996) Neuronal activity in posterior parietal 
area 7a during the delay periods of a spatial memory task. Journal of 
Neurophysiology 76:1352–1355  
Conway ARA, Kane MJ, Engle RW (2003) Working memory capacity and its 
relation to general intelligence. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 7:547–552  
Cools AR, Van Den Bercken JH, Horstink MW, Van Spaendonck KP, Berger HJ 
(1984) Cognitive and motor shifting aptitude disorder in Parkinson’s disease. 
Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 47:443–453  
Cools R (2011) Dopaminergic control of the striatum for high-level cognition. 
Current Opinion in Neurobiology 21:402–407  
Cools R, Barker RA, Sahakian BJ, Robbins TW (2001) Mechanisms of cognitive 
set flexibility in Parkinson’s disease. Brain 124:2503–2512  
Cools R, D’Esposito M (2011) Inverted-U–Shaped Dopamine Actions on Human 
Working Memory and Cognitive Control. Biological Psychiatry 69:e113–e125  
Cools R, Frank MJ, Gibbs SE, Miyakawa A, Jagust W, D’Esposito M (2009) 
Striatal dopamine predicts outcome-specific reversal learning and its sensitivity 
to dopaminergic drug administration. The Journal of Neuroscience 29:1538–1543  
Cools R, Gibbs SE, Miyakawa A, Jagust W, D’Esposito M (2008) Working memory 
capacity predicts dopamine synthesis capacity in the human striatum. The 
Journal of Neuroscience 28:1208–1212  
Cools R, Robbins TW (2004) Chemistry of the adaptive mind. Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series A: Mathematical, Physical 
and Engineering Sciences 362:2871–2888  
Cools R, Sheridan M, Jacobs E, D’Esposito M (2007) Impulsive personality 
predicts dopamine-dependent changes in frontostriatal activity during component 
processes of working memory. The Journal of Neuroscience 27:5506–5514  
Cools R, Stefanova E, Barker RA, Robbins TW, Owen AM (2002) Dopaminergic 
modulation of high‐level cognition in Parkinson’s disease: the role of the 
prefrontal cortex revealed by PET. Brain 125:584–594  
Bibliography 
247 
Corbetta M, Kincade JM, Ollinger JM, McAvoy MP, Shulman GL (2000) 
Voluntary orienting is dissociated from target detection in human posterior 
parietal cortex. Nature neuroscience 3:292–297  
Corbetta M, Kincade JM, Shulman GL (2002) Neural systems for visual orienting 
and their relationships to spatial working memory. Journal of Cognitive 
Neuroscience 14:508–523  
Corbetta M, Kincade MJ, Lewis C, Snyder AZ, Sapir A (2005) Neural basis and 
recovery of spatial attention deficits in spatial neglect. Nat Neurosci 8:1603–1610  
Corbetta M, Miezin FM, Dobmeyer S, Shulman GL, Petersen SE (1990) 
Attentional modulation of neural processing of shape, color, and velocity in 
humans. Science 248:1556  
Corbetta M, Shulman GL (2002) Control of goal-directed and stimulus-driven 
attention in the brain. Nature Reviews Neuroscience 3:215–229  
Corbetta M, Shulman GL (2011) Spatial neglect and attention networks. Annual 
Review of Neuroscience 34:569–599  
Corsi PM (1972) Human memory and the medial temporal region of the brain. 
Dissertation Abstracts International 34:819B  
Coull JT, Frith CD (1998) Differential activation of right superior parietal cortex 
and intraparietal sulcus by spatial and nonspatial attention. Neuroimage 8:176–
187  
Coulthard E, Parton A, Husain M (2006) Action control in visual neglect. 
Neuropsychologia 44:2717–2733  
Courtney SM, Ungerleider LG, Keil K, Haxby JV (1996) Object and spatial visual 
working memory activate separate neural systems in human cortex. Cerebral 
Cortex 6:39–49  
Courtney SM, Ungerleider LG, Keil K, Haxby JV (1997) Transient and sustained 
activity in a distributed neural system for human working memory. Nature 
386:608–611  
Cowan N (1988) Evolving conceptions of memory storage, selective attention, and 
their mutual constraints within the human information-processing system. 
Psychological bulletin 104:163  
Cowan N (1999) An embedded-processes model of working memory. Models of 
working memory: Mechanisms of active maintenance and executive control:62–
101  
Cowan N (2001) The magical number 4 in short-term memory: A reconsideration 
of mental storage capacity. Behavioral and Brain Sciences 24:87–114  
Bibliography 
248 
Cowan N (2005) Working memory capacity. Psychology Press. 
Cowan N, Morey CC (2006) Visual working memory depends on attentional 
filtering. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 10:139–141  
Crowder RG (1982) The demise of short-term memory. Acta Psychologica 50:291–
323  
Crowder RG (1993) Short-term memory: where do we stand? Memory & 
Cognition 21:142–145  
Curtis CE, D’Esposito M (2003) Persistent activity in the prefrontal cortex during 
working memory. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 7:415–423  
Curtis CE, Rao VY, D’Esposito M (2004) Maintenance of spatial and motor codes 
during oculomotor delayed response tasks. The Journal of Neuroscience 24:3944–
3952  
Cusack R, Lehmann M, Veldsman M, Mitchell DJ (2009) Encoding strategy and 
not visual working memory capacity correlates with intelligence. Psychonomic 
Bulletin & Review 16:641–647  
D’Esposito M (2007) From cognitive to neural models of working memory. 
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 362:761–
772  
D’Esposito M, Postle BR, Ballard D, Lease J (1999)(a) Maintenance versus 
manipulation of information held in working memory: an event-related fMRI 
study. Brain and Cognition 41:66–86  
D’Esposito M, Postle BR, Jonides J, Smith EE (1999)(b) The neural substrate and 
temporal dynamics of interference effects in working memory as revealed by 
event-related functional MRI. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
96:7514–9  
D’Esposito M, Postle BR, Rypma B (2000) Prefrontal cortical contributions to 
working memory: evidence from event-related fMRI studies In Executive Control 
and the Frontal Lobe: Current Issues Springer, p. 3–11. 
Damasio AR, Damasio H, Chui HC (1980) Neglect following damage to frontal 
lobe or basal ganglia. Neuropsychologia 18:123–132  
Dayan P, Balleine BW (2002) Reward, Motivation, and Reinforcement Learning. 
Neuron 36:285–298  
Denes G, Semenza C, Stoppa E, Lis A (1982) Unilateral Spatial Neglect and 
Recovery from Hemiplegia. Brain 105:543 –552  
Desimone R (1996) Neural mechanisms for visual memory and their role in 
attention. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 93:13494–13499  
Bibliography 
249 
Desimone R, Duncan J (1995) Neural mechanisms of selective visual attention. 
Annual Review of Neuroscience 18:193–222  
Doricchi F, Thiebaut de Schotten M, Tomaiuolo F, Bartolomeo P (2008) White 
matter (dis)connections and gray matter (dys)functions in visual neglect: Gaining 
insights into the brain networks of spatial awareness. Cortex 44:983–995  
Dove A, Manly T, Epstein R, Owen AM (2008) The engagement of 
mid‐ventrolateral prefrontal cortex and posterior brain regions in intentional 
cognitive activity. Human Brain Mapping 29:107–119  
Dreyer JK, Herrik KF, Berg RW, Hounsgaard JD (2010) Influence of phasic and 
tonic dopamine release on receptor activation. The Journal of Neuroscience 
30:14273–14283  
Driver J (2001) A selective review of selective attention research from the past 
century. British Journal of Psychology 92:53–78  
Driver J, Mattingley JB (1998) Parietal neglect and visual awareness. Nature 
Neuroscience 1:17–22  
Druzgal TJ, D’Esposito M (2003) Dissecting contributions of prefrontal cortex and 
fusiform face area to face working memory. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 
15:771–784  
Duncan J, Ward R, Shapiro K (1994) Direct measurement of attentional dwell 
time in human vision. Nature 369:313–315  
Eacott MJ, Gaffan D, Murray EA (1994) Preserved recognition memory for small 
sets, and impaired stimulus identification for large sets, following rhinal cortex 
ablations in monkeys. European Journal of Neuroscience 6:1466–1478  
Edgington E, Onghena P (2007) Randomization Tests (Statistics: a Series of 
Textbooks and Monographs) 4th Edition. Chapman & Hall/CRC. 
Edgington ES (1972) An additive method for combining probability values from 
independent experiments. Journal of Psychology: Interdisciplinary and Applied  
Eichenbaum H (1999) The hippocampus and mechanisms of declarative memory. 
Behavioural brain research 103:123–133  
Eichenbaum H (2006) Memory binding in hippocampal relational networks. 
Handbook of binding and memory: Perspectives from cognitive neurosciences:25–
52  
Elliott R, Dolan RJ (1999) Differential neural responses during performance of 
matching and nonmatching to sample tasks at two delay intervals. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 19:5066–5073  
Bibliography 
250 
Elliott R, Dolan RJ, Frith CD (2000) Dissociable functions in the medial and 
lateral orbitofrontal cortex: evidence from human neuroimaging studies. Cerebral 
Cortex 10:308–317  
Ellis KA, Nathan PJ (2001) The pharmacology of human working memory. The 
International Journal of Neuropsychopharmacology 4:299–313  
Elsley JV, Parmentier FB (2009) Is verbal–spatial binding in working memory 
impaired by a concurrent memory load? The Quarterly Journal of Experimental 
Psychology 62:1696–1705  
Engel A, Fries (2010) Beta-band oscillations--signalling the status quo? Curr Opin 
Neurobiol 20:156–65  
Erkinjuntti T, Kurz A, Gauthier S, Bullock R, Lilienfeld S, Damaraju CV (2002) 
Efficacy of galantamine in probable vascular dementia and Alzheimer’s disease 
combined with cerebrovascular disease: a randomised trial. The Lancet 359:1283–
1290  
Ezzyat Y, Olson IR (2008) The medial temporal lobe and visual working memory: 
comparisons across tasks, delays, and visual similarity. Cognitive, Affective, & 
Behavioral Neuroscience 8:32–40  
Ferber S, Danckert J (2006) Lost in space--the fate of memory representations for 
non-neglected stimuli. Neuropsychologia 44:320–325  
Ferrera VP, Rudolph KK, Maunsell JH (1994) Responses of neurons in the 
parietal and temporal visual pathways during a motion task. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 14:6171–6186  
Ferron J, Onghena P (1996) The power of randomization tests for single-case 
phase designs. The Journal of Experimental Education 64:231–239  
Finke C, Braun M, Ostendorf F, Lehmann TN, Hoffmann KT, Kopp U, Ploner CJ 
(2008) The human hippocampal formation mediates short-term memory of 
colour–location associations. Neuropsychologia 46:614–623  
Fisher NI (1993) Statistical analysis of circular data. Cambridge University 
Press. 
Fisher RA (1935) The Design of Experiments. Edinburgh: Oliver & Boyd. 
Fleet WS, Valenstein E, Watson RT, Heilman KM (1987) Dopamine agonist 
therapy for neglect in humans. Neurology 37:1765  
Floel A, Hummel F, Breitenstein C, Knecht S, Cohen LG (2005) Dopaminergic 
effects on encoding of a motor memory in chronic stroke. Neurology 65:472 –474  
Bibliography 
251 
Floresco SB, Phillips AG (2001) Delay-dependent modulation of memory retrieval 
by infusion of a dopamine D₁ agonist into the rat medial prefrontal cortex. 
Behavioral Neuroscience 115:934  
De Fockert JW, Rees G, Frith CD, Lavie N (2001) The role of working memory in 
visual selective attention. Science 291:1803–1806  
Fougnie D, Asplund CL, Marois R (2010) What are the units of storage in visual 
working memory? Journal of Vision 10:27  
Fougnie D, Marois R (2009) Attentive tracking disrupts feature binding in visual 
working memory. Visual Cognition 17:48–66  
Fournet N, Moreaud O, Roulin J-L, Naegele B, Pellat J (1996) Working memory 
in medicated patients with Parkinson’s disease: the central executive seems to 
work. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 60:313–317  
Fox NC, Warrington EK, Freeborough PA, Hartikainen P, Kennedy AM, Stevens 
JM, Rossor MN (1996) Presymptomatic hippocampal atrophy in Alzheimer’s 
disease A longitudinal MRI study. Brain 119:2001–2007  
Frank MJ, O’Reilly RC (2006) A mechanistic account of striatal dopamine 
function in human cognition: psychopharmacological studies with cabergoline and 
haloperidol. Behavioral Neuroscience 120:497  
Fry AF, Hale S (1996) Processing speed, working memory, and fluid intelligence: 
Evidence for a developmental cascade. Psychological Science 7:237  
Fullerton KJ, MacKenzie G, Stout RW (1988) Prognostic Indices in Stroke. QJM 
66:147 –162 Available at: [Accessed April 12, 2011]. 
Funahashi S, Bruce CJ, Goldman-Rakic PS (1989) Mnemonic coding of visual 
space in the monkey’s dorsolateral prefrontal cortex. Journal of Neurophysiology 
61:331–349  
Funahashi S, Bruce CJ, Goldman-Rakic PS (1990) Visuospatial coding in primate 
prefrontal neurons revealed by oculomotor paradigms. Journal of 
Neurophysiology 63:814–831  
Funahashi S, Bruce CJ, Goldman-Rakic PS (1993) Dorsolateral prefrontal lesions 
and oculomotor delayed-response performance: evidence for mnemonic‘ scotomas’. 
The Journal of Neuroscience 13:1479–1497  
Funahashi S, Kubota K (1994) Working memory and prefrontal cortex. 
Neuroscience Research 21:1–11  
Fuster J (2008) The prefrontal cortex. Academic Press. 
Bibliography 
252 
Gainotti G, D’Erme P, Bartolomeo P (1991) Early orientation of attention toward 
the half space ipsilateral to the lesion in patients with unilateral brain damage. 
Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 54:1082 –1089  
Gainotti G, Miceli G, Caltagirone C (1977) Constructional apraxia in left brain-
damaged patients: a planning disorder? Cortex 13:109–118  
Gajewski DA, Brockmole JR (2006) Feature bindings endure without attention: 
Evidence from an explicit recall task. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review 13:581–587  
Garavan H, Ross TJ, Stein EA (1999) Right hemispheric dominance of inhibitory 
control: an event-related functional MRI study. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences 96:8301–8306  
Gauthier L, Dehaut F, Joanette Y (1989) The Bells Test: A quantitative and 
qualitative test for visual neglect. International Journal of Clinical 
Neuropsychology  
Gazzaley A, Clapp W, Kelley J, McEvoy K, Knight RT, D’Esposito M (2008) Age-
related top-down suppression deficit in the early stages of cortical visual memory 
processing. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 105:13122–13126  
Gazzaley A, Cooney JW, McEvoy K, Knight RT, D’esposito M (2005)(a) Top-down 
enhancement and suppression of the magnitude and speed of neural activity. 
Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 17:507–517  
Gazzaley A, Cooney JW, Rissman J, D’Esposito M (2005)(b) Top-down suppression 
deficit underlies working memory impairment in normal aging. Nature 
Neuroscience 8:1298–1300  
Gazzaley A, Rissman J, D’esposito M (2004) Functional connectivity during 
working memory maintenance. Cognitive, Affective, & Behavioral Neuroscience 
4:580–599  
Geminiani G, Bottini G, Sterzi R (1998) Dopaminergic stimulation in unilateral 
neglect. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 65:344  
Gevins A, Smith ME (2000) Neurophysiological measures of working memory and 
individual differences in cognitive ability and cognitive style. Cerebral Cortex 
10:829–839  
Gibbs SE, D’Esposito M (2005) Individual capacity differences predict working 
memory performance and prefrontal activity following dopamine receptor 
stimulation. Cognitive, Affective, & Behavioral Neuroscience 5:212–221  
Gillebert CR, Mantini D, Thijs V, Sunaert S, Dupont P, Vandenberghe R (2011) 
Lesion evidence for the critical role of the intraparietal sulcus in spatial 
attention. Brain 134:1694–1709  
Bibliography 
253 
Ginestet CE, Simmons A (2011) Statistical parametric network analysis of 
functional connectivity dynamics during a working memory task. Neuroimage 
55:688  
Girault J-A, Greengard P (2004) The neurobiology of dopamine signaling. 
Archives of Neurology 61:641  
Gitelman DR, Parrish TB, Friston KJ, Mesulam M (2002) Functional anatomy of 
visual search: regional segregations within the frontal eye fields and effective 
connectivity of the superior colliculus. Neuroimage 15:970–982  
Glahn DC, Ragland JD, Abramoff A, Barrett J, Laird AR, Bearden CE, Velligan 
DI (2005) Beyond hypofrontality: A quantitative meta‐analysis of functional 
neuroimaging studies of working memory in schizophrenia. Human Brain 
Mapping 25:60–69  
Glickstein SB, Hof PR, Schmauss C (2002) Mice lacking dopamine D2 and D3 
receptors have spatial working memory deficits. The Journal of Neuroscience 
22:5619–5629  
Gnadt JW, Andersen RA (1988) Memory related motor planning activity in 
posterior parietal cortex of macaque. Experimental Brain Research 70:216–220  
Goldman-Rakic PS (1992) Dopamine-mediated mechanisms of the prefrontal 
cortex In Seminars in Neuroscience Elsevier, p. 149–159. 
Goldman-Rakic PS (1995) Cellular basis of working memory. Neuron 14:477  
Goldman-Rakic PS (1996) Regional and cellular fractionation of working memory. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 93:13473  
Goldman-Rakic PS, Muly III EC, Williams GV (2000) D₁ receptors in prefrontal 
cells and circuits. Brain Research Reviews  
Gonon FG (1988) Nonlinear relationship between impulse flow and dopamine 
released by rat midbrain dopaminergic neurons as studied by in vivo 
electrochemistry. Neuroscience 24:19–28  
Goodale MA, Milner AD (1992) Separate visual pathways for perception and 
action. Trends in Neurosciences 15:20–25  
Gorgoraptis N, Catalao RFG, Bays PM, Husain M (2011) Dynamic Updating of 
Working Memory Resources for Visual Objects. The Journal of Neuroscience 
31:8502 –8511  
Gorgoraptis N, Husain M (2011) Improving visual neglect after right hemisphere 
stroke. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 82:1183–1184  
Bibliography 
254 
Gorgoraptis N, Mah Y-H, Machner B, Singh-Curry V, Malhotra P, Hadji-Michael 
M, Cohen D, Simister R, Nair A, Kulinskaya E (2012) The effects of the dopamine 
agonist rotigotine on hemispatial neglect following stroke. Brain 135:2478–2491  
Grace AA, Bunney BS (1984)(a) The control of firing pattern in nigral dopamine 
neurons: burst firing. The Journal of Neuroscience 4:2877–2890  
Grace AA, Bunney BS (1984)(b) The control of firing pattern in nigral dopamine 
neurons: single spike firing. The Journal of neuroscience 4:2866–2876  
Grady CL, Furey ML, Pietrini P, Horwitz B, Rapoport SI (2001) Altered brain 
functional connectivity and impaired short-term memory in Alzheimer’s disease. 
Brain 124:739–756  
Griffin IC, Nobre AC (2003) Orienting attention to locations in internal 
representations. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 15:1176–1194  
Grujic Z, Mapstone M, Gitelman DR, Johnson N, Weintraub S, Hays A, Kwasnica 
C, Harvey R, Mesulam MM (1998) Dopamine agonists reorient visual exploration 
away from the neglected hemispace. Neurology 51:1395  
Gurvich C, Georgiou‐Karistianis N, Fitzgerald PB, Millist L, White OB (2007) 
Inhibitory control and spatial working memory in Parkinson’s disease. Movement 
Disorders 22:1444–1450  
Guyatt GH, Keller JL, Jaeschke R, Rosenbloom D, Adachi JD, Newhouse MT 
(1990) The n-of-1 Randomized Controlled Trial: Clinical Usefulness. Annals of 
Internal Medicine 112:293 –299  
Hampshire A, Chamberlain SR, Monti MM, Duncan J, Owen AM (2010) The role 
of the right inferior frontal gyrus: inhibition and attentional control. Neuroimage 
50:1313–1319  
Hampson M, Driesen NR, Skudlarski P, Gore JC, Constable RT (2006) Brain 
connectivity related to working memory performance. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 26:13338–13343  
Hannula DE, Ranganath C (2008) Medial temporal lobe activity predicts 
successful relational memory binding. The Journal of Neuroscience 28:116–124  
Hannula DE, Tranel D, Cohen NJ (2006) The long and the short of it: relational 
memory impairments in amnesia, even at short lags. The Journal of Neuroscience 
26:8352–8359  
Harrison SA, Tong F (2009) Decoding reveals the contents of visual working 
memory in early visual areas. Nature 458:632–635  
Bibliography 
255 
Harrower T, Foltynie T, Kartsounis L, De Silva RN, Hodges JR (2006) A case of 
voltage-gated potassium channel antibody-related limbic encephalitis. Nature 
Clinical Practice Neurology 2:339–343  
Hartley T, Bird CM, Chan D, Cipolotti L, Husain M, Vargha‐Khadem F, Burgess 
N (2007) The hippocampus is required for short‐term topographical memory in 
humans. Hippocampus 17:34–48  
Hartley T, Houghton G (1996) A linguistically constrained model of short-term 
memory for nonwords. Journal of Memory and Language 35:1–31  
Hasselmo ME (2006) The role of acetylcholine in learning and memory. Current 
Opinion in Neurobiology 16:710–715  
Hay DC, Smyth MM, Hitch GJ, Horton NJ (2007) Serial position effects in short-
term visual memory: A SIMPLE explanation? Memory & Cognition 35:176–190  
Hayes AE, Davidson MC, Keele SW, Rafal RD (1998) Toward a functional analysis 
of the basal ganglia. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 10:178–198  
He BJ, Snyder AZ, Vincent JL, Epstein A, Shulman GL, Corbetta M (2007) 
Breakdown of functional connectivity in frontoparietal networks underlies 
behavioral deficits in spatial neglect. Neuron 53:905–918  
Heilman KM, Bowers D, Watson RT (1983) Performance on hemispatial pointing 
task by patients with neglect syndrome. Neurology 33:661–661  
Heilman KM, Valenstein E (1972) Auditory neglect in man. Archives of Neurology 
26:32  
Heilman KM, Valenstein E (1979) Mechanisms underlying hemispatial neglect. 
Annals of Neurology 5:166–170  
Heilman KM, Watson RT (2001) Neglect and related disorders In Clinical 
Neuropsychology. New York: OUP, p. 243–293. 
Henderson JM (1996) Spatial precues affect target discrimination in the absence 
of visual noise. Journal of Experimental Psychology 22:780  
Henson R, Hartley T, Burgess N, Hitch G, Flude B (2003) Selective interference 
with verbal short-term memory for serial order information: A new paradigm and 
tests of a timing-signal hypothesis. The Quarterly Journal of Experimental 
Psychology Section A 56:1307–1334  
Herranz-Pérez V, Olucha-Bordonau FE, Morante-Redolat JM, Pérez-Tur J (2010) 
Regional distribution of the leucine-rich glioma inactivated (LGI1) gene family 
transcripts in the adult mouse brain. Brain Research 1307:177–194  
Hersch SM, Ciliax BJ, Gutekunst C-A, Rees HD, Heilman CJ, Yung KK, Bolam 
JP, Ince E, Yi H, Levey AI (1995) Electron microscopic analysis of D1 and D2 
Bibliography 
256 
dopamine receptor proteins in the dorsal striatum and their synaptic 
relationships with motor corticostriatal afferents. The Journal of Neuroscience 
15:5222–5237  
Hier DB, Mondlock J, Caplan LR (1983) Behavioral abnormalities after right 
hemisphere stroke. Neurology 33:337–337  
Hillis AE (2006) Neurobiology of Unilateral Spatial Neglect. The Neuroscientist 
12:153 –163  
Hjaltason H, Tegnér R, Tham K, Levander M, Ericson K (1996) Sustained 
attention and awareness of disability in chronic neglect. Neuropsychologia 
34:1229–1233  
Hoffman JE (1979) A two-stage model of visual search. Perception & 
Psychophysics 25:319–327  
Holdstock JS, Mayes AR, Cezayirli E, Isaac CL, Aggleton JP, Roberts N (2000) A 
comparison of egocentric and allocentric spatial memory in a patient with 
selective hippocampal damage. Neuropsychologia 38:410–425  
Hole GJ (1996) Decay and interference effects in visuospatial short-term memory. 
Perception 25:53–64  
Hubel DH, Wiesel TN (1959) Receptive fields of single neurones in the cat’s 
striate cortex. The Journal of Physiology 148:574–591  
Hurford P, Stringer AY, Jann B (1998) Neuropharmacologic treatment of 
hemineglect: A case report comparing bromocriptine and methylphenidate,. 
Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation 79:346–349  
Husain M, Kennard C (1996) Visual neglect associated with frontal lobe 
infarction. Journal of Neurology 243:652–657  
Husain M, Mannan S, Hodgson T, Wojciulik E, Driver J, Kennard C (2001) 
Impaired spatial working memory across saccades contributes to abnormal search 
in parietal neglect. Brain 124:941–952  
Husain M, Mattingley JB, Rorden C, Kennard C, Driver J (2000) Distinguishing 
sensory and motor biases in parietal and frontal neglect. Brain 123:1643  
Husain M, Mehta MA (2011) Cognitive enhancement by drugs in health and 
disease. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 15:28–36  
Husain M, Nachev P (2007) Space and the parietal cortex. Trends in Cognitive 
Sciences 11:30  
Husain M, Rorden C (2003) Non-spatially lateralized mechanisms in hemispatial 
neglect. Nature Reviews Neuroscience 4:26–36  
Bibliography 
257 
Husain M, Shapiro K, Martin J, Kennard C (1997) Abnormal temporal dynamics 
of visual attention in spatial neglect patients. Nature 385:154–156  
Jack CR, Petersen RC, Xu YC, O’Brien PC, Smith GE, Ivnik RJ, Boeve BF, 
Waring SC, Tangalos EG, Kokmen E (1999) Prediction of AD with MRI-based 
hippocampal volume in mild cognitive impairment. Neurology 52:1397–1397  
Jaeggi SM, Buschkuehl M, Jonides J, Perrig WJ (2008) Improving fluid 
intelligence with training on working memory. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences 105:6829  
Jehkonen M, Ahonen J-P, Dastidar P, Koivisto A-M, Laippala P, Vilkki J, Molnar 
G (2000) Visual neglect as a predictor of functional outcome one year after stroke. 
Acta Neurol Scand 101:195–201  
Jeneson A, Mauldin KN, Squire LR (2010) Intact working memory for relational 
information after medial temporal lobe damage. The Journal of Neuroscience 
30:13624–13629  
Jeneson A, Squire LR (2012) Working memory, long-term memory, and medial 
temporal lobe function. Learning & Memory 19:15–25  
Jeneson A, Wixted JT, Hopkins RO, Squire LR (2012) Visual Working Memory 
Capacity and the Medial Temporal Lobe. The Journal of Neuroscience 32:3584–
3589  
Jenkins LJ, Ranganath C (2010) Prefrontal and medial temporal lobe activity at 
encoding predicts temporal context memory. Journal of Neuroscience 30:15558–
15565  
Jenner P (2005) A novel dopamine agonist for the transdermal treatment of 
Parkinson’s disease. Neurology 65:S3 –S5  
Jiang Y, Olson IR, Chun MM (2000) Organization of visual short-term memory. 
Journal of Experimental Psychology Learning Memory and Cognition 26:683–702  
Johnson AJ, Miles C (2009) Serial position effects in 2-alternative forced choice 
recognition: Functional equivalence across visual and auditory modalities. 
Memory 17:84–91  
Jones LV, Fiske DW (1953) Models for testing the significance of combined 
results. Psychological Bulletin 50:375  
Jonides J, Badre D, Curtis C, Thompson-Schill SL, Smith EE (2002) Mechanisms 
of conflict resolution in prefrontal cortex. Principles of frontal lobe function:233–
245  
Joseph JP, Barone P (1987) Prefrontal unit activity during a delayed oculomotor 
task in the monkey. Experimental Brain Research 67:460–468  
Bibliography 
258 
Kalra L, Perez I, Gupta S, Wittink M (1997) The Influence of Visual Neglect on 
Stroke Rehabilitation. Stroke 28:1386–1391  
Kamitani Y, Tong F (2005) Decoding the visual and subjective contents of the 
human brain. Nature Neuroscience 8:679–685  
Kaplan RF, Verfaellie M, Meadows M-E, Caplan LR, Pessin MS, DeWitt LD 
(1991) Changing Attentional Demands in Left Hemispatial Neglect. Archives of 
Neurology 48:1263–1266  
Kapur N, Barker S, Burrows EH, Ellison D, Brice J, Illis LS, Scholey K, Colbourn 
C, Wilson B, Loates M (1994) Herpes simplex encephalitis: long term magnetic 
resonance imaging and neuropsychological profile. Journal of Neurology, 
Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 57:1334–1342  
Karnath HO, Himmelbach M, Rorden C (2002) The subcortical anatomy of 
human spatial neglect: putamen, caudate nucleus and pulvinar. Brain 125:350–
360  
Kerr JR, Avons SE, Ward G (1999) The effect of retention interval on serial 
position curves for item recognition of visual patterns and faces. Journal of 
Experimental Psychology 25:1475–1494  
Kessels RP, van Zandvoort MJ, Postma A, Kappelle LJ, de Haan EH (2000) The 
Corsi block-tapping task: standardization and normative data. Applied 
Neuropsychology 7:252–258  
Khan NL, Jeffree MA, Good C, Macleod W, Al-Sarraj S (2009) Histopathology of 
VGKC antibody – associated limbic encephalitis. Neurology 72:1703–1705  
Kimberg DY, Aguirre GK, Lease J, D’Esposito M (2001) Cortical effects of 
bromocriptine, a D‐2 dopamine receptor agonist, in human subjects, revealed by 
fMRI. Human Brain Mapping 12:246–257  
Kimberg DY, Coslett HB, Schwartz MF (2007) Power in voxel-based lesion-
symptom mapping. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 19:1067–1080  
Kimberg DY, D’Esposito M (2003) Cognitive effects of the dopamine receptor 
agonist pergolide. Neuropsychologia 41:1020–1027  
Kimberg DY, D’Esposito M, Farah MJ (1997) Effects of bromocriptine on human 
subjects depend on working memory capacity. Neuroreport 8:3581  
King JA, Burgess N, Hartley T, Vargha‐Khadem F, O’Keefe J (2002) Human 
hippocampus and viewpoint dependence in spatial memory. Hippocampus 12:811–
820  
Kojima S, Goldman-Rakic PS (1982) Delay-related activity of prefrontal neurons 
in rhesus monkeys performing delayed response. Brain Research 248:43–50  
Bibliography 
259 
Konkel A, Cohen NJ (2009) Relational memory and the hippocampus: 
representations and methods. Frontiers in Neuroscience 3:166  
Koshino H, Carpenter PA, Minshew NJ, Cherkassky VL, Keller TA, Just MA 
(2005) Functional connectivity in an fMRI working memory task in high-
functioning autism. Neuroimage 24:810–821  
Kubota K, Niki H (1971) Prefrontal cortical unit activity and delayed alternation 
performance in monkeys. Journal of Neurophysiology  
Kyllonen PC, Christal RE (1990) Reasoning ability is (little more than) working-
memory capacity?!*. Intelligence 14:389–433  
LaBar KS, Gitelman DR, Parrish TB, Mesulam M-M (1999) Neuroanatomic 
overlap of working memory and spatial attention networks: a functional MRI 
comparison within subjects. Neuroimage 10:695–704  
Lai M, Huijbers MGM, Lancaster E, Graus F, Bataller L, Balice-Gordon R, Cowell 
JK, Dalmau J (2010) Investigation of LGI1 as the antigen in limbic encephalitis 
previously attributed to potassium channels: a case series. The Lancet Neurology 
9:776–785  
Landau SM, Lal R, O’Neil JP, Baker S, Jagust WJ (2009) Striatal dopamine and 
working memory. Cerebral Cortex 19:445–454  
Laplane D, Degos JD (1983) Motor neglect. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & 
Psychiatry 46:152–158  
Lavie N, De Fockert J (2005) The role of working memory in attentional capture. 
Psychonomic Bulletin & Review 12:669–674  
Lecerf T, De Ribaupierre A (2005) Recognition in a visuospatial memory task: The 
effect of presentation. European Journal of Cognitive Psychology 17:47–75  
Lee CL, Estes WK (1977) Order and position in primary memory for letter 
strings. Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal Behavior 16:395–418  
Lee H, Simpson GV, Logothetis NK, Rainer G (2005) Phase locking of single 
neuron activity to theta oscillations during working memory in monkey 
extrastriate visual cortex. Neuron 45:147–156  
Lees AJ, Smith E (1983) Cognitive deficits in the early stages of Parkinson’s 
disease. Brain 106:257–270  
Lepsien J, Nobre AC (2007) Attentional modulation of object representations in 
working memory. Cerebral Cortex 17:2072  
Lepsien J, Thornton I, Nobre AC (2011) Modulation of working-memory 
maintenance by directed attention. Neuropsychologia 49:1569–1577  
Bibliography 
260 
Leung H-C, Zhang JX (2004) Interference resolution in spatial working memory. 
Neuroimage 23:1013  
Lewandowsky S, Oberauer K, Brown GDA (2009) No temporal decay in verbal 
short-term memory. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 13:120–126  
Lidow MS, Goldman-Rakic PS, Gallager DW, Rakic P (1991) Distribution of 
dopaminergic receptors in the primate cerebral cortex: Quantitative 
autoradiographic analysis using [ 3H] raclopride,[3H] spiperone and [ 3H] 
SCH23390. Neuroscience 40:657–671  
Linke AC, Vicente-Grabovetsky A, Mitchell DJ, Cusack R (2011) Encoding 
strategy accounts for individual differences in change detection measures of 
VSTM. Neuropsychologia 49:1476–86  
Lisman JE, Fellous J-M, Wang X-J (1998) A role for NMDA-receptor channels in 
working memory. Nature Neuroscience 1:273–275  
Livingstone M, Hubel D (1988) Segregation of form, color, movement, and depth: 
anatomy, physiology, and perception. Science 240:740–9  
Livingstone MS, Hubel DH (1984) Anatomy and physiology of a color system in 
the primate visual cortex. The Journal of Neuroscience 4:309–356  
Logie RH, Della Sala S, Wynn V, Baddeley AD (2000) Visual similarity effects in 
immediate verbal serial recall. The Quarterly Journal of Experimental 
Psychology 53:626–646  
Di Lollo V (1977) Temporal characteristics of iconic memory. Nature 267:241–243  
Luciana M, Collins PF (1997) Dopaminergic modulation of working memory for 
spatial but not object cues in normal humans. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 
9:330–347  
Luciana M, Depue RA, Arbisi P, Leon A (1992) Facilitation of working memory in 
humans by a D2 dopamine receptor agonist. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 
4:58–68  
Luck SJ (2008) Visual short-term memory In, p. 43–85. 
Luck SJ, Chelazzi L, Hillyard SA, Desimone R (1997) Neural mechanisms of 
spatial selective attention in areas V1, V2, and V4 of macaque visual cortex. 
Journal of Neurophysiology 77:24–42  
Luck SJ, Hollingworth A (2008) Visual Memory. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Luck SJ, Vogel EK (1997) The capacity of visual working memory for features and 
conjunctions. Nature 390:279–281  
Bibliography 
261 
Machner B, Mah Y-H, Gorgoraptis N, Husain M (2012) How reliable is repeated 
testing for hemispatial neglect? Implications for clinical follow-up and treatment 
trials. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 83:1032–1034  
Maguire EA, Nannery R, Spiers HJ (2006) Navigation around London by a taxi 
driver with bilateral hippocampal lesions. Brain 129:2894–2907  
Mah Y-H, Jager R, Kennard C, Husain M, Nachev P (2012) A new method for 
automated high-dimensional lesion segmentation evaluated in vascular injury 
and applied to the human occipital lobe. cortex  
Makovski T, Jiang YV (2007) Distributing versus focusing attention in visual 
short-term memory. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review 14:1072–1078  
Makovski T, Sussman R, Jiang YV (2008) Orienting attention in visual working 
memory reduces interference from memory probes. Journal of Experimental 
Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition 34:369  
Malhotra P, Coulthard EJ, Husain M (2009) Role of right posterior parietal cortex 
in maintaining attention to spatial locations over time. Brain 132:645–660  
Malhotra P, Jager HR, Parton A, Greenwood R, Playford ED, Brown MM, Driver 
J, Husain M (2005) Spatial working memory capacity in unilateral neglect. Brain 
128:424–435  
Malhotra PA, Parton AD, Greenwood R, Husain M (2006) Noradrenergic 
modulation of space exploration in visual neglect. Ann Neurol. 59:186–190  
Mannan SK, Mort DJ, Hodgson TL, Driver J, Kennard C, Husain M (2005) 
Revisiting Previously Searched Locations in Visual Neglect: Role of Right 
Parietal and Frontal Lesions in Misjudging Old Locations as New. Journal of 
Cognitive Neuroscience 17:340–354  
Marois R, Chun MM, Gore JC (2000) Neural correlates of the attentional blink. 
Neuron 28:299–308  
Marr D (1971) Simple memory: a theory for archicortex. Philosophical 
Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series B, Biological Sciences:23–81  
Marshuetz C, Smith EE, Jonides J, DeGutis J, Chenevert TL (2000) Order 
Information in Working Memory: fMRI Evidence for Parietal and Prefrontal 
Mechanisms. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 12:130–144  
Mathiowetz V, Weber K, Kashman N, Volland G (1985) Adult norms for the Nine 
Hole Peg Test of finger dexterity. Occupational Therapy Journal of Research  
Mattay VS, Callicott JH, Bertolino A, Heaton I, Frank JA, Coppola R, Berman 
KF, Goldberg TE, Weinberger DR (2000) Effects of dextroamphetamine on 
cognitive performance and cortical activation. Neuroimage 12:268–275  
Bibliography 
262 
Mattay VS, Goldberg TE, Fera F, Hariri AR, Tessitore A, Egan MF, Kolachana B, 
Callicott JH, Weinberger DR (2003) Catechol O-methyltransferase val158-met 
genotype and individual variation in the brain response to amphetamine. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 100:6186–6191  
Mattingley JB, Husain M, Rorden C, Kennard C, Driver J (1998) Motor role of 
human inferior parietal lobe revealed in unilateral neglect patients. Nature 
392:179–182  
Mayer JS, Bittner RA, Nikolić D, Bledowski C, Goebel R, Linden DE (2007) 
Common neural substrates for visual working memory and attention. 
Neuroimage 36:441–453  
McCarthy G, Puce A, Constable T, Krystal JH, Gore JC, Goldman-Rakic P (1996) 
Activation of human prefrontal cortex during spatial and nonspatial working 
memory tasks measured by functional MRI. Cerebral Cortex 6:600–611  
McNab F, Klingberg T (2007) Prefrontal cortex and basal ganglia control access to 
working memory. Nature Neuroscience 11:103–107  
Medina J, Kimberg DY, Chatterjee A, Coslett HB (2010) Inappropriate usage of 
the Brunner-Munzel test in recent voxel-based lesion-symptom mapping studies. 
Neuropsychologia 48:341–343  
Mehta MA, Calloway P, Sahakian BJ (2000) Amelioration of specific working 
memory deficits by methylphenidate in a case of adult attention 
deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Journal of Psychopharmacology 14:299–302  
Mehta MA, Goodyer IM, Sahakian BJ (2004)(a) Methylphenidate improves 
working memory and set‐shifting in AD/HD: relationships to baseline memory 
capacity. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry 45:293–305  
Mehta MA, Hinton EC, Montgomery AJ, Bantick RA, Grasby PM (2005) Sulpiride 
and mnemonic function: effects of a dopamine D2 receptor antagonist on working 
memory, emotional memory and long-term memory in healthy volunteers. 
Journal of Psychopharmacology 19:29–38  
Mehta MA, Manes FF, Magnolfi G, Sahakian BJ, Robbins TW (2004)(b) Impaired 
set-shifting and dissociable effects on tests of spatial working memory following 
the dopamine D2 receptor antagonist sulpiride in human volunteers. 
Psychopharmacology 176:331–342  
Mehta MA, Swainson R, Ogilvie AD, Sahakian B, Robbins TW (2001) Improved 
short-term spatial memory but impaired reversal learning following the 
dopamine D2 agonist bromocriptine in human volunteers. Psychopharmacology 
159:10–20  
Mesulam M (1981) A cortical network for directed attention and unilateral 
neglect. Annals of Neurology 10:309–325  
Bibliography 
263 
Mesulam M (1999) Spatial attention and neglect: parietal, frontal and cingulate 
contributions to the mental representation and attentional targeting of salient 
extrapersonal events. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. 
Series B: Biological Sciences 354:1325  
Mesulam MM (2000) Principles of behavioral and cognitive neurology. Oxford 
University Press, USA. 
Meunier M, Bachevalier J, Mishkin M, Murray EA (1993) Effects on visual 
recognition of combined and separate ablations of the entorhinal and perirhinal 
cortex in rhesus monkeys. The Journal of Neuroscience 13:5418–5432  
Meyer-Lindenberg A, Poline J-B, Kohn PD, Holt JL, Egan MF, Weinberger DR, 
Berman KF (2001) Evidence for abnormal cortical functional connectivity during 
working memory in schizophrenia. American Journal of Psychiatry 158:1809–
1817  
Micheloyannis S, Pachou E, Stam CJ, Breakspear M, Bitsios P, Vourkas M, 
Erimaki S, Zervakis M (2006) Small-world networks and disturbed functional 
connectivity in schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Research 87:60–66  
Mier D, Kirsch P, Meyer-Lindenberg A (2009) Neural substrates of pleiotropic 
action of genetic variation in COMT: a meta-analysis. Molecular Psychiatry 
15:918–927  
Miller EK, Desimone R (1994) Parallel neuronal mechanisms for short-term 
memory. Science 263:520–522  
Miller EK, Erickson CA, Desimone R (1996) Neural mechanisms of visual 
working memory in prefrontal cortex of the macaque. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 16:5154–5167  
Miller EK, Li L, Desimone R (1991) A neural mechanism for working and 
recognition memory in inferior temporal cortex. Science  
Miller EK, Li L, Desimone R (1993) Activity of neurons in anterior inferior 
temporal cortex during a short-term memory task. The Journal of Neuroscience 
13:1460–1478  
Miller GA, Galanter E, Pribram KH (1960) Plans and the structure of behavior. 
Holt, Rinehart and Winston Inc., New York  
Milner B (1970) Memory and the medial temporal regions of the brain In Biology 
of memory , p. 29–50. 
Milner B, Squire LR, Kandel ER (1998) Cognitive Neuroscience Review and the 
Study of Memory. Neuron 20:445–468  
Bibliography 
264 
Mishkin M, Ungerleider LG, Macko KA (1983) Object vision and spatial vision: 
two cortical pathways. Trends in Neurosciences 6:414–417  
Miyashita Y, Chang HS (1988) Neuronal correlate of pictorial short-term memory 
in the primate temporal cortex. Nature 331:68–70  
Moore T, Fallah M (2004) Microstimulation of the frontal eye field and its effects 
on covert spatial attention. Journal of Neurophysiology 91:152–162  
Morey RD (2011) A Bayesian hierarchical model for the measurement of working 
memory capacity. Journal of Mathematical Psychology 55:8–24  
Mort DJ, Malhotra P, Mannan SK, Rorden C, Pambakian A, Kennard C, Husain 
M (2003) The anatomy of visual neglect. Brain 126:1986–1997  
Mukand JA, Guilmette TJ, Allen DG, Brown LK, Brown SL, Tober KL, VanDyck 
WR (2001) Dopaminergic therapy with carbidopa L-dopa for left neglect after 
stroke: A case series. Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation 82:1279–
1282  
Müller U, von Cramon DY, Pollmann S (1998) D1- Versus D2-Receptor 
Modulation of Visuospatial Working Memory in Humans. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 18:2720 –2728  
Murray EA, Mishkin M (1986) Visual recognition in monkeys following rhinal 
cortical ablations combined with either amygdalectomy or hippocampectomy. The 
Journal of Neuroscience 6:1991–2003  
Myung IJ (2003) Tutorial on maximum likelihood estimation. Journal of 
Mathematical Psychology 47:90–100  
My-Van Au Duong BA, Boulanouar K, Ibarrola D, Malikova I, Confort-Gouny S, 
Celsis P, Pelletier J, Cozzone PJ, Ranjeva J-P (2005) Altered functional 
connectivity related to white matter changes inside the working memory network 
at the very early stage of MS. Journal of Cerebral Blood Flow & Metabolism 
25:1245–1253  
Nachev P, Mah Y-H, Husain M (2009) Functional neuroanatomy: The locus of 
human intelligence. Current Biology 19:R418–R420  
Naidu Y, Chaudhuri KR (2007) Transdermal rotigotine: a new non-ergot 
dopamine agonist for the treatment of Parkinson’s disease. Expert Opin. Drug 
Deliv. 4:111–118  
Nairne JS (2002) Remembering over the short-term: The case against the 
standard model. Annual Review of Psychology 53:53–81  
Bibliography 
265 
Nakamura K, Kubota K (1995) Mnemonic firing of neurons in the monkey 
temporal pole during a visual recognition memory task. Journal of 
Neurophysiology 74:162–178  
Neath I (1993) Distinctiveness and serial position effects in recognition. Memory 
and Cognition 21:689–689  
Neath I, Brown GD (2006) SIMPLE: Further applications of a local 
distinctiveness model of memory. Psychology of Learning and Motivation 46:201–
243  
Neath I, Brown† GD, McCormack T, Chater N, Freeman R (2006) Distinctiveness 
models of memory and absolute identification: Evidence for local, not global, 
effects. The Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology 59:121–135  
Nichols EA, Kao YC, Verfaellie M, Gabrieli JDE (2006) Working memory and 
long‐term memory for faces: Evidence from fMRI and global amnesia for 
involvement of the medial temporal lobes. Hippocampus 16:604–616  
Ninokura Y, Mushiake H, Tanji J (2004) Integration of temporal order and object 
information in the monkey lateral prefrontal cortex. Journal of Neurophysiology 
91:555–560  
Nobre AC, Coull JT, Walsh V, Frith CD (2003) Brain activations during visual 
search: contributions of search efficiency versus feature binding. Neuroimage 
18:91–103  
Noudoost B, Moore T (2011) Control of visual cortical signals by prefrontal 
dopamine. Nature 474:372–375  
O’Keefe J (2004) An allocentric spatial model for the hippocampal cognitive map. 
Hippocampus 1:230–235  
Offen S, Schluppeck D, Heeger DJ (2009) The role of early visual cortex in visual 
short-term memory and visual attention. Vision Research 49:1352–1362  
Olivers CN, Peters J, Houtkamp R, Roelfsema PR (2011) Different states in 
visual working memory: When it guides attention and when it does not. Trends in 
Cognitive Sciences 15:327–334  
Olson IR, Moore KS, Drowos DB (2008) The contents of visual memory are only 
partly under volitional control. Memory & Cognition 36:1360–1369  
Olson IR, Moore KS, Stark M, Chatterjee A (2006)(a) Visual working memory is 
impaired when the medial temporal lobe is damaged. Journal of Cognitive 
Neuroscience 18:1087–1097  
Bibliography 
266 
Olson IR, Page K, Moore KS, Chatterjee A, Verfaellie M (2006)(b) Working 
memory for conjunctions relies on the medial temporal lobe. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 26:4596–4601  
Orsini A, Grossi D, Capitani E, Laiacona M, Papagno C, Vallar G (1987) Verbal 
and spatial immediate memory span: Normative data from 1355 adults and 1112 
children. Ital J Neuro Sci 8:537–548  
Owen AM, Evans AC (1996) Evidence for a two-stage model of spatial working 
memory processing within the lateral frontal cortex: a positron emission 
tomography study. Cerebral Cortex 6:31–38  
Owen AM, James M, Leigh PN, Summers BA, Marsden CD, Quinn NP, Lange 
KW, Robbins TW (1992) Fronto-striatal cognitive deficits at different stages of 
Parkinson’s disease. Brain 115:1727–1751  
Owen AM, McMillan KM, Laird AR, Bullmore E (2005) N‐back working memory 
paradigm: A meta‐analysis of normative functional neuroimaging studies. Human 
Brain Mapping 25:46–59  
Owen AM, Roberts AC, Hodges JR, Robbins TW (1993) Contrasting mechanisms 
of impaired attentional set-shifting in patients with frontal lobe damage or 
Parkinson’s disease. Brain 116:1159–1175  
Owen AM, Sahakian BJ, Hodges JR, Summers BA, Polkey CE, Robbins TW 
(1995) Dopamine-dependent frontostriatal planning deficits in early Parkinson’s 
disease. Neuropsychology - New York 9:126–126  
Owen AM, Stern CE, Look RB, Tracey I, Rosen BR, Petrides M (1998) Functional 
organization of spatial and nonspatial working memory processing within the 
human lateral frontal cortex. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
95:7721–7726  
Palanca BJ, DeAngelis GC (2005) Does neuronal synchrony underlie visual 
feature grouping? Neuron 46:333–346  
Palmer J (1990) Attentional limits on the perception and memory of visual 
information. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and 
Performance 16:332–350  
Palva JM, Monto S, Kulashekhar S, Palva S (2010) Neuronal synchrony reveals 
working memory networks and predicts individual memory capacity. Proceedings 
of the National Academy of Sciences 107:7580–7585  
Di Paola M, Caltagirone C, Fadda L, Sabatini U, Serra L, Carlesimo GA (2008) 
Hippocampal atrophy is the critical brain change in patients with hypoxic 
amnesia. Hippocampus 18:719–728  
Bibliography 
267 
Park S, Puschel J, Sauter BH, Rentsch M, Hell D (2003) Visual object working 
memory function and clinical symptoms in schizophrenia. Schizophrenia 
Research 59:261–268  
Parra MA, Abrahams S, Logie RH, Méndez LG, Lopera F, Della Sala S (2010) 
Visual short-term memory binding deficits in familial Alzheimer’s disease. Brain 
133:2702–2713  
Parton A, Malhotra P, Husain M (2004) Hemispatial neglect. Journal of 
Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 75:13  
Parton A, Malhotra P, Nachev P, Ames D, Ball J, Chataway J, Husain M (2006) 
Space re-exploration in hemispatial neglect. NeuroReport 17:833  
Pashler H (1988) Familiarity and visual change detection. Perception & 
Psychophysics 44:369–378  
Pasternak T, Greenlee MW (2005) Working memory in primate sensory systems. 
Nature Reviews Neuroscience 6:97–107  
Pertzov Y, Bays PM, Joseph S, Husain M (2012)(a) Rapid Forgetting Prevented by 
Retrospective Attention Cues. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human 
Perception and Performance OnlineFirst  
Pertzov Y, Dong MY, Peich M-C, Husain M (2012)(b) Forgetting What Was Where: 
The Fragility of Object-Location Binding. PloS one 7:e48214  
Pertzov Y, Miller T, Gorgoraptis N, Caine D, Schott JM, Butler C, Husain M 
(2013) Binding deficits in memory following medial temporal lobe damage in 
patients with voltage-gated potassium channel complex antibody-associated 
encephalitis. Brain (in press)  
Pesaran B, Pezaris JS, Sahani M, Mitra PP, Andersen RA (2002) Temporal 
structure in neuronal activity during working memory in macaque parietal 
cortex. Nature Neuroscience 5:805–811  
Pessoa L, Gutierrez E, Bandettini PA, Ungerleider LG (2002) Neural correlates of 
visual working memory: fMRI amplitude predicts task performance. Neuron 
35:975–987  
Petrides M (2000) Dissociable roles of mid-dorsolateral prefrontal and anterior 
inferotemporal cortex in visual working memory. The Journal of Neuroscience 
20:7496–7503  
Petrides M (2005) Lateral prefrontal cortex: architectonic and functional 
organization. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological 
Sciences 360:781–795  
Bibliography 
268 
Petrides M, Alivisatos B, Frey S (2002) Differential activation of the human 
orbital, mid-ventrolateral, and mid-dorsolateral prefrontal cortex during the 
processing of visual stimuli. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
99:5649–5654  
Phillips AG, Ahn S, Floresco SB (2004) Magnitude of dopamine release in medial 
prefrontal cortex predicts accuracy of memory on a delayed response task. The 
Journal of Neuroscience 24:547–553  
Phillips WA (1974) On the distinction between sensory storage and short-term 
visual memory. Perception and Psychophysics 16:283–290  
Phillips WA, Christie DFM (1977) Components of visual memory. The Quarterly 
Journal of Experimental Psychology 29:117–133  
Piekema C, Kessels RP, Mars RB, Petersson KM, Fernández G (2006) The right 
hippocampus participates in short-term memory maintenance of object–location 
associations. Neuroimage 33:374–382  
Piekema C, Rijpkema M, Fernández G, Kessels RP (2010) Dissociating the neural 
correlates of intra-item and inter-item working-memory binding. PloS one 
5:e10214  
Pisella L, Berberovic N, Mattingley JB (2004) Impaired Working Memory for 
Location but not for Colour or Shape in Visual Neglect: a Comparison of Parietal 
and Non-Parietal Lesions. Cortex 40:379–390  
Posner MI (1980) Orienting of attention. Quarterly Journal of Experimental 
Psychology 32:3–25  
Posner MI, Cohen Y, Rafal RD (1982) Neural systems control of spatial orienting. 
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. B, Biological Sciences 
298:187–198  
Posner MI, Keele SW (1967) Decay of visual information from a single letter. 
Science 158:137–139  
Posner MI, Nissen MJ, Ogden WC (1978) Attended and unattended processing 
modes: The role of set for spatial location In Modes of perceiving and processing 
information , p. 158. 
Posner MI, Walker JA, Friedrich FJ, Rafal RD (1984) Effects of parietal injury on 
covert orienting of attention. The Journal of Neuroscience 4:1863  
Postle BR (2006) Working memory as an emergent property of the mind and 
brain. Neuroscience 139:23–38  
Bibliography 
269 
Postle BR, Stern CE, Rosen BR, Corkin S (2000) An fMRI investigation of cortical 
contributions to spatial and nonspatial visual working memory. Neuroimage 
11:409–423  
Pouget A, Driver J (2000) Relating unilateral neglect to the neural coding of 
space. Current Opinion in Neurobiology 10:242–249  
Prinzmetal W, Presti DE, Posner MI (1986) Does attention affect visual feature 
integration? Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and 
Performance 12:361  
Quinn N, Illas A, Lhermitte F, Agid Y (1981) Bromocriptine and domperidone in 
the treatment of Parkinson disease. Neurology 31:662  
Raghavachari S, Lisman JE, Tully M, Madsen JR, Bromfield EB, Kahana MJ 
(2006) Theta oscillations in human cortex during a working-memory task: 
evidence for local generators. Journal of Neurophysiology 95:1630–1638  
Rämä P, Courtney SM (2005) Functional topography of working memory for face 
or voice identity. Neuroimage 24:224  
Ranganath C, Blumenfeld RS (2005) Doubts about double dissociations between 
short-and long-term memory. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 9:374–380  
Ranganath C, Cohen MX, Brozinsky CJ (2005)(a) Working memory maintenance 
contributes to long-term memory formation: neural and behavioral evidence. 
Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 17:994–1010  
Ranganath C, Cohen MX, Dam C, D’Esposito M (2004)(a) Inferior temporal, 
prefrontal, and hippocampal contributions to visual working memory 
maintenance and associative memory retrieval. Journal of Neuroscience 24:3917  
Ranganath C, D’Esposito M (2001) Medial temporal lobe activity associated with 
active maintenance of novel information. Neuron 31:865  
Ranganath C, D’Esposito M (2005) Directing the mind’s eye: prefrontal, inferior 
and medial temporal mechanisms for visual working memory. Current Opinion in 
Neurobiology 15:175–182  
Ranganath C, DeGutis J, D’Esposito M (2004)(b) Category-specific modulation of 
inferior temporal activity during working memory encoding and maintenance. 
Cognitive Brain Research 20:37–45  
Ranganath C, Heller A, Cohen MX, Brozinsky CJ, Rissman J (2005)(b) Functional 
connectivity with the hippocampus during successful memory formation. 
Hippocampus 15:997–1005  
Rao SC, Rainer G, Miller EK (1997) Integration of what and where in the primate 
prefrontal cortex. Science 276:821–824  
Bibliography 
270 
Ratcliff G (1979) Spatial thought, mental rotation and the right cerebral 
hemisphere. Neuropsychologia 17:49–54  
Raven JC (1941) Standardization of progressive matrices, 1938. British Journal 
of Medical Psychology  
Raymond JE, Shapiro KL, Arnell KM (1992) Temporary suppression of visual 
processing in an RSVP task: An attentional blink? Journal of Experimental 
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance 18:849  
Raymond JE, Shapiro KL, Arnell KM (1995) Similarity determines the 
attentional blink. Journal of Experimental psychology: Human perception and 
performance 21:653  
Reeves A, Sperling G (1986) Attention gating in short-term visual memory. 
Psychological Review 93:180  
De Renzi E, Faglioni P, Previdi P (1977) Spatial memory and hemispheric locus of 
lesion. Cortex  
De Renzi E, Gentilini M, Barbieri C (1989) Auditory neglect. Journal of 
Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 52:613–617  
Repovš G, Baddeley A (2006) The multi-component model of working memory: 
Explorations in experimental cognitive psychology. Neuroscience 139:5–22  
Ringman JM, Saver JL, Woolson RF, Clarke WR, Adams HP (2004) Frequency, 
risk factors, anatomy, and course of unilateral neglect in an acute stroke cohort. 
Neurology 63:468–474  
Rizzolatti G, Matelli M (2003) Two different streams form the dorsal visual 
system: anatomy and functions. Experimental Brain Research 153:146–157  
Robertson IH (2001) Do we need the‘ lateral’ in unilateral neglect? Spatially 
nonselective attention deficits in unilateral neglect and their implications for 
rehabilitation. Neuroimage 14:S85–S90  
Robertson IH, Manly T, Beschin N, Daini R, Haeske-Dewick H, Hömberg V, 
Jehkonen M, Pizzamiglio G, Shiel A, Weber E (1997) Auditory sustained attention 
is a marker of unilateral spatial neglect. Neuropsychologia 35:1527–1532  
Robertson IH, Mattingley JB, Rorden C, Driver J (1998) Phasic alerting of neglect 
patients overcomes their spatial deficit in visual awareness. Nature 395:168–171  
Robertson LC, Treisman A (1995) Parietal contributions to visual feature binding: 
evidence from a patient with bilateral lesions. Science 269:853–855  
Rock I, Gutman D (1981) The effect of inattention on form perception. Journal of 
Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance 7:275  
Bibliography 
271 
Rodriguez E, George N, Lachaux J-P, Martinerie J, Renault B, Varela FJ (1999) 
Perception’s shadow: long-distance synchronization of human brain activity. 
Nature 397:430–433  
Rorden C, Brett M (2000) Stereotaxic display of brain lesions. Behavioural 
Neurology 12:191–200  
Rorden C, Karnath HO, Bonilha L (2007) Improving lesion-symptom mapping. 
Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience 19:1081–1088  
Roussos P, Giakoumaki SG, Bitsios P (2009) Tolcapone effects on gating, working 
memory, and mood interact with the synonymous catechol-O-methyltransferase 
rs4818c/g polymorphism. Biological Psychiatry 66:997–1004  
Rutman AM, Clapp WC, Chadick JZ, Gazzaley A (2010) Early top–down control of 
visual processing predicts working memory performance. Journal of Cognitive 
Neuroscience 22:1224–1234  
Rypma B, D’Esposito M (1999) The roles of prefrontal brain regions in 
components of working memory: effects of memory load and individual 
differences. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 96:6558–6563  
Sala JB, Rämä P, Courtney SM (2003) Functional topography of a distributed 
neural system for spatial and nonspatial information maintenance in working 
memory. Neuropsychologia 41:341–356  
Salthouse TA, Babcock RL (1991) Decomposing adult age differences in working 
memory. Developmental Psychology 27:763–776  
Salvadore G, Cornwell BR, Sambataro F, Latov D, Colon-Rosario V, Carver F, 
Holroyd T, DiazGranados N, Machado-Vieira R, Grillon C (2010) Anterior 
cingulate desynchronization and functional connectivity with the amygdala 
during a working memory task predict rapid antidepressant response to 
ketamine. Neuropsychopharmacology 35:1415–1422  
Samuelsson H, Hjelmquist E, Jensen C, Ekholm S, Blomstrand C (1998) 
Nonlateralized attentional deficits: An important component behind persisting 
visuospatial neglect? Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology 
20:73–88  
Sawaguchi T, Matsumura M, Kubota K (1990) Effects of dopamine antagonists on 
neuronal activity related to a delayed response task in monkey prefrontal cortex. 
Journal of Neurophysiology 63:1401–1412  
Scheidtmann K (2004) Advances in adjuvant pharmacotherapy for motor 




Scheidtmann K, Fries W, Müller F, Koenig E (2001) Effect of levodopa in 
combination with physiotherapy on functional motor recovery after stroke: a 
prospective, randomised, double-blind study. The Lancet 358:787–790  
Schmidt BK, Vogel EK, Woodman GF, Luck SJ (2002) Voluntary and automatic 
attentional control of visual working memory. Attention, Perception, & 
Psychophysics 64:754–763  
Schneider JS, Sun Z-Q, Roeltgen DP (1994) Effects of dopamine agonists on 
delayed response performance in chronic low-dose MPTP-treated monkeys. 
Pharmacology Biochemistry and Behavior 48:235–240  
Schnider A, Durbec VB, Ptak R (2011) Absence of visual feedback abolishes 
expression of hemispatial neglect in self-guided spatial completion. Journal of 
Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 82:1279–1282  
Schon K, Hasselmo ME, LoPresti ML, Tricarico MD, Stern CE (2004) Persistence 
of parahippocampal representation in the absence of stimulus input enhances 
long-term encoding: a functional magnetic resonance imaging study of 
subsequent memory after a delayed match-to-sample task. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 24:11088–11097  
Scoville WB, Milner B (1957) Loss of recent memory after bilateral hippocampal 
lesions. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 20:11–21  
Seamans JK, Floresco SB, Phillips AG (1998) D1 receptor modulation of 
hippocampal–prefrontal cortical circuits integrating spatial memory with 
executive functions in the rat. The Journal of Neuroscience 18:1613–1621  
Shafritz KM, Gore JC, Marois R (2002) The role of the parietal cortex in visual 
feature binding. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 99:10917–
10922  
Shallice T, Warrington EK (1970) Independent functioning of verbal memory 
stores: A neuropsychological study. Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology 
22:261 – 273  
Shannon CE, Weaver W (1948) A mathematical theory of communication. 
American Telephone and Telegraph Company. 
Shapiro KL, Caldwell J, Sorensen RE (1997)(a) Personal names and the 
attentional blink: A visual‘ cocktail party’ effect. Journal of Experimental 
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance 23:504  
Shapiro KL, Raymond JE, Arnell KM (1997)(b) The attentional blink. Trends in 
Cognitive Sciences 1:291–296  
Bibliography 
273 
Shibuya H, Bundesen C (1988) Visual selection from multielement displays: 
measuring and modeling effects of exposure duration. Journal of Experimental 
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance 14:591  
Shinoura N, Suzuki Y, Yamada R, Tabei Y, Saito K, Yagi K (2009) Damage to the 
right superior longitudinal fasciculus in the inferior parietal lobe plays a role in 
spatial neglect. Neuropsychologia 47:2600  
Siegel M, Warden MR, Miller EK (2009) Phase-dependent neuronal coding of 
objects in short-term memory. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
106:21341–21346  
Silver H, Feldman P, Bilker W, Gur RC (2003) Working memory deficit as a core 
neuropsychological dysfunction in schizophrenia. American Journal of Psychiatry 
160:1809–1816  
Simons JS, Mayes AR (2008) What is the parietal lobe contribution to human 
memory? Neuropsychologia 46:1739  
Simons JS, Spiers HJ (2003) Prefrontal and medial temporal lobe interactions in 
long-term memory. Nature Reviews Neuroscience 4:637–648  
Singer W, Gray CM (1995) Visual feature integration and the temporal 
correlation hypothesis. Annual review of neuroscience 18:555–586  
Singh-Curry V, Roberts RE, Husain M (2008) Diffusion tensor imaging: 
implications for brain disease. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 
79:490–491  
Sligte IG, Vandenbroucke AR, Scholte HS, Lamme VA (2010) Detailed sensory 
memory, sloppy working memory. Frontiers in Psychology 1  
Smania N, Martini MC, Gambina G, Tomelleri G, Palamara A, Natale E, Marzi 
CA (1998) The spatial distribution of visual attention in hemineglect and 
extinction patients. Brain 121:1759–1770  
Smith EE, Jonides J (1997) Working memory: A view from neuroimaging. 
Cognitive Psychology 33:5–42  
Smyth MM (1996) Interference with rehearsal in spatial working memory in the 
absence of eye movements. The Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology: 
Section A 49:940–949  
Smyth MM, Hay DC, Hitch GJ, Horton NJ (2005) Serial position memory in the 
visual—spatial domain: Reconstructing sequences of unfamiliar faces. The 
Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology 58:909–930  
Smyth MM, Scholey KA (1994) Interference in immediate spatial memory. 
Memory & Cognition 22:1–13  
Bibliography 
274 
Smyth MM, Scholey KA (1996) The relationship between articulation time and 
memory performance in verbal and visuospatial tasks. British Journal of 
Psychology 87:179–191  
Soto D, Heinke D, Humphreys GW, Blanco MJ (2005) Early, involuntary top-down 
guidance of attention from working memory. Journal of Experimental Psychology-
Human Perception and Performance 31:248–261  
Soto D, Hodsoll J, Rotshtein P, Humphreys GW (2008) Automatic guidance of 
attention from working memory. International Journal of Translation Studies 
8:11  
Soto D, Humphreys GW, Rotshtein P (2007) Dissociating the neural mechanisms 
of memory-based guidance of visual selection. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences 104:17186–17191  
Sperling G (1960) The information available in brief visual presentations. 
Psychological Monographs: General and applied 74:1  
Sperling G (1963) A model for visual memory tasks. Human Factors: The Journal 
of the Human Factors and Ergonomics Society 5:19–31  
Squire LR (1992) Memory and the hippocampus: a synthesis from findings with 
rats, monkeys, and humans. Psychological Review 99:195  
Squire LR, Alvarez P (1995) Retrograde amnesia and memory consolidation: a 
neurobiological perspective. Current Opinion in Neurobiology 5:169–177  
Squire LR, Stark CE, Clark RE (2004) The medial temporal lobe*. Annual Review 
of Neuroscience 27:279–306  
Squire LR, Zola-Morgan S (1991) The medial temporal lobe memory system. 
Science 253:1380–1386  
Stern CE, Sherman SJ, Kirchhoff BA, Hasselmo ME (2001) Medial temporal and 
prefrontal contributions to working memory tasks with novel and familiar 
stimuli. Hippocampus 11:337–346  
Stone S, Greenwood R (1991) Assessing neglect in stroke patients. The Lancet 
337:114  
Stone SP, Halligan PW, Marshall JC, Greenwood RJ (1998) Unilateral neglect A 
common but heterogeneous syndrome. Neurology 50:1902–1905  
Stone SP, Wilson B, Wroot A, Halligan PW, Lange LS, Marshall JC, Greenwood 
RJ (1991) The assessment of visuo-spatial neglect after acute stroke. Journal of 




Sullivan EV, Marsh L (2003) Hippocampal volume deficits in alcoholic Korsakoff ’s 
syndrome. Neurology 61:1716–1719  
Sunderland A, Tinson D, Bradley L, Hewer RL (1989) Arm function after stroke. 
An evaluation of grip strength as a measure of recovery and a prognostic 
indicator. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 52:1267  
Sybirska E, Davachi L, Goldman-Rakic PS (2000) Prominence of direct 
entorhinal–CA1 pathway activation in sensorimotor and cognitive tasks revealed 
by 2-DG functional mapping in nonhuman primate. The Journal of Neuroscience 
20:5827–5834  
Takahama S, Miyauchi S, Saiki J (2010) Neural basis for dynamic updating of 
object representation in visual working memory. Neuroimage 49:3394–3403  
Tallon-Baudry C, Bertrand O (1999) Oscillatory gamma activity in humans and 
its role in object representation. Trends in cognitive sciences 3:151–162  
Taylor AE, Saint-Cyr JA, Lang AE (1986) Frontal lobe dysfunction in Parkinson’s 
disease the cortical focus of neostriatal outflow. Brain 109:845–883  
Theeuwes J (2010) Top–down and bottom–up control of visual selection. Acta 
psychologica 135:77–99  
Thiebaut de Schotten M, Kinkingnehun S, Delmaire C, Lehericy S, Duffau H, 
Thivard L, Volle E, Levy R, Dubois B, Bartolomeo P (2008) Visualization of 
disconnection syndromes in humans. Cortex 44:1097–1103  
Thiebaut de Schotten M, Urbanski M, Duffau H, Volle E, Levy R, Dubois B, 
Bartolomeo P (2005) Direct Evidence for a Parietal-Frontal Pathway Subserving 
Spatial Awareness in Humans. Science 309:2226–2228  
Todd JJ, Marois R (2004) Capacity limit of visual short-term memory in human 
posterior parietal cortex. Nature 428:751–754  
Todd JJ, Marois R (2005) Posterior parietal cortex activity predicts individual 
differences in visual short-term memory capacity. Cognitive, Affective, & 
Behavioral Neuroscience 5:144–155  
Todman JB, Dugard P (2001) Single-case and small-n experimental designs: A 
practical guide to randomization tests. Lawrence Erlbaum. 
Treisman A (1996) The binding problem. Current Opinion in Neurobiology 6:171–
178  
Treisman A (1999) Solutions to the binding problem: review progress through 
controversy summary and convergence. Neuron 24:105–110  
Bibliography 
276 
Treisman A, Paterson R (1984) Emergent features, attention, and object 
perception. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and 
Performance 10:12  
Treisman A, Schmidt H (1982) Illusory conjunctions in the perception of objects. 
Cognitive Psychology 14:107–141  
Treisman A, Zhang W (2006) Location and binding in visual working memory. 
Memory & Cognition 34:1704  
Treisman AM, Gelade G (1980) A feature-integration theory of attention. 
Cognitive Psychology 12:97–136  
Urbanski M, Thiebaut de Schotten M, Rodrigo S, Catani M, Oppenheim C, Touze 
E, Chokron S, Meder J-F, Levy R, Dubois B, Bartolomeo P (2008) Brain networks 
of spatial awareness: evidence from diffusion tensor imaging tractography. 
Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 79:598–601  
Urbanski M, Thiebaut de Schotten M, Rodrigo S, Oppenheim C, Touzé E, Méder 
JF, Moreau K, Loeper-Jeny C, Dubois B, Bartolomeo P (2011) DTI-MR 
tractography of white matter damage in stroke patients with neglect. 
Experimental Brain Research 208:491–505  
Usher M, Donnelly N (1998) Visual synchrony affects binding and segmentation 
in perception. Nature 394:179–182  
Valenza N, Seghier ML, Schwartz S, Lazeyras F, Vuilleumier P (2003) Tactile 
awareness and limb position in neglect: Functional magnetic resonance imaging. 
Annals of Neurology 55:139–143  
Vallar G (2001) Extrapersonal visual unilateral spatial neglect and its 
neuroanatomy. Neuroimage 14:52–58  
Vallar G, Bottini G, Sterzi R, Passerini D, Rusconi ML (1991) Hemianesthesia, 
sensory neglect, and defective access to conscious experience. Neurology 41:650–
652  
Vallar G, Perani D (1986) The anatomy of unilateral neglect after right-
hemisphere stroke lesions. A clinical/CT-scan correlation study in man. 
Neuropsychologia 24:609–622  
Vallar G, Perani D, Cappa SF, Messa C, Lenzi GL, Fazio F (1988) Recovery from 
aphasia and neglect after subcortical stroke: neuropsychological and cerebral 
perfusion study. Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 51:1269–1276  
Vandenberghe R, Gitelman D, Parrish T, Mesulam M (2001) Functional 
specialisation in parietal cortex. Neuroimage 13:S368–S368  
Bibliography 
277 
Vandenberghe R, Molenberghs P, Gillebert CR (2012) Spatial attention deficits in 
humans: the critical role of superior compared to inferior parietal lesions. 
Neuropsychologia 50:1092  
Vargha-Khadem F, Gadian DG, Watkins KE, Connelly A, Van Paesschen W, 
Mishkin M (1997) Differential effects of early hippocampal pathology on episodic 
and semantic memory. Science 277:376–380  
Vasic N, Walter H, Sambataro F, Wolf RC (2009) Aberrant functional connectivity 
of dorsolateral prefrontal and cingulate networks in patients with major 
depression during working memory processing. Psychological Medicine 39:977  
Ventre-Dominey J, Bailly A, Lavenne F, Lebars D, Mollion H, Costes N, Dominey 
PF (2005) Double dissociation in neural correlates of visual working memory: A 
PET study. Cognitive Brain Research 25:747–759  
Verdon V, Schwartz S, Lovblad KO, Hauert CA, Vuilleumier P (2010) 
Neuroanatomy of hemispatial neglect and its functional components: a study 
using voxel-based lesion-symptom mapping. Brain 133:880–894  
Vijayraghavan S, Wang M, Birnbaum SG, Williams GV, Arnsten AF (2007) 
Inverted-U dopamine D1 receptor actions on prefrontal neurons engaged in 
working memory. Nature Neuroscience 10:376–384  
Vincent A, Bien CG, Irani SR, Waters P (2011) Autoantibodies associated with 
diseases of the CNS: new developments and future challenges. The Lancet 
Neurology 10:759–772  
Vincent A, Buckley C, Schott JM, Baker I, Dewar BK, Detert N, Clover L, 
Parkinson A, Bien CG, Omer S (2004) Potassium channel antibody‐associated 
encephalopathy: a potentially immunotherapy‐responsive form of limbic 
encephalitis. Brain 127:701–712  
Visser PJ, Krabbendam L, Verhey FRJ, Hofman PAM, Verhoeven WMA, Tuinier 
S, Wester A, Van Den Berg Y, Goessens LFM, Van Der Werf YD (1999) Brain 
correlates of memory dysfunction in alcoholic Korsakoff ’s syndrome. Journal of 
Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 67:774–778  
Vogel EK, Machizawa MG (2004) Neural activity predicts individual differences 
in visual working memory capacity. Nature 428:748–751  
Vogel EK, McColough AK, Machizawa MG (2005) Neural measures reveal 
individual differences in controlling access to working memory. Nature 438:500–3  
Vogel EK, Woodman GF, Luck SJ (2001) Storage of features, conjunctions, and 
objects in visual working memory. Journal of Experimental Psychology 27:92–114  
Bibliography 
278 
Vogel EK, Woodman GF, Luck SJ (2006) The time course of consolidation in 
visual working memory. Journal of Experimental Psychology-Human Perception 
and Performance 32:1436–1450  
Vossel S, Kukolja J, Thimm M, Thiel C, Fink G (2010) The effect of nicotine on 
visuospatial attention in chronic spatial neglect depends upon lesion location. 
Journal of Psychopharmacology 24:1357 –1365  
Voytek B, Knight RT (2010) Prefrontal cortex and basal ganglia contributions to 
visual working memory. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
107:18167–18172  
Vuilleumier P, Schwartz S, Verdon V, Maravita A, Hutton C, Husain M, Driver J 
(2008) Abnormal Attentional Modulation of Retinotopic Cortex in Parietal 
Patients with Spatial Neglect. Current Biology 18:1525–1529  
Wade DT (1992) Measurement in neurological rehabilitation. Current Opinion in 
Neurology 5:682  
Warden MR, Miller EK (2010) Task-dependent changes in short-term memory in 
the prefrontal cortex. Journal of Neuroscience 30:15801–15810  
Wechsler D (2001) Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale—III (WAIS-III). 
Wheeler ME, Treisman AM (2002) Binding in short-term visual memory. Journal 
of Experimental Psychology 131:48–64  
Wilken P, Ma W (2004) A detection theory account of change detection. Journal of 
Vision 4:1120–1135  
Williams GV, Castner SA (2006) Under the curve: critical issues for elucidating 
D1 receptor function in working memory. Neuroscience 139:263  
Williams GV, Goldman-Rakic PS (1995) Modulation of memory fields by 
dopamine Dl receptors in prefrontal cortex. Nature 376:572–575  
Williams GV, Rao SG, Goldman-Rakic PS (2002) The physiological role of 5-HT2A 
receptors in working memory. The Journal of Neuroscience 22:2843–2854  
Wilson B, Cockburn J, Halligan PW (1987) Behavioural Inattention Test. 
Wilson FA, Scalaidhe SP, Goldman-Rakic PS (1993) Dissociation of object and 
spatial processing domains in primate prefrontal cortex. Science 260:1955–1955  
Wise RA (2004) Dopamine, learning and motivation. Nature Reviews: 
Neuroscience 5:483–494  
Wojciulik E, Husain M, Clarke K, Driver J (2001) Spatial working memory deficit 
in unilateral neglect. Neuropsychologia 39:390–396  
Bibliography 
279 
Wojciulik E, Kanwisher N (1999) The generality of parietal involvement in visual 
attention. Neuron 23:747–764  
Wolfe JM (1994) Guided search 2.0 A revised model of visual search. Psychonomic 
Bulletin & Review 1:202–238  
Wolfe JM, Cave KR (1999) The psychophysical evidence for a binding problem in 
human vision. Neuron 24:11–7, 111  
Woodman GF, Vogel EK (2008) Selective storage and maintenance of an object’s 
features in visual working memory. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review 15:223–229  
Wright AA, Santiago HC, Sands SF, Kendrick DF, Cook RG (1985) Memory 
processing of serial lists by pigeons, monkeys, and people. Science 229:287–289  
Xu Y, Chun MM (2006) Dissociable neural mechanisms supporting visual short-
term memory for objects. Nature 440:91–95  
Yavich L, Forsberg MM, Karayiorgou M, Gogos JA, Männistö PT (2007) Site-
specific role of catechol-O-methyltransferase in dopamine overflow within 
prefrontal cortex and dorsal striatum. The Journal of Neuroscience 27:10196–
10209  
Zahrt J, Taylor JR, Mathew RG, Arnsten AF (1997) Supranormal stimulation of 
D1 dopamine receptors in the rodent prefrontal cortex impairs spatial working 
memory performance. The Journal of Neuroscience 17:8528–8535  
Zaksas D, Pasternak T (2006) Directional signals in the prefrontal cortex and in 
area MT during a working memory for visual motion task. The Journal of 
Neuroscience 26:11726–11742  
Zanto TP, Gazzaley A (2009) Neural suppression of irrelevant information 
underlies optimal working memory performance. The Journal of Neuroscience 
29:3059–3066  
Zanto TP, Rubens MT, Thangavel A, Gazzaley A (2011) Causal role of the 
prefrontal cortex in top-down modulation of visual processing and working 
memory. Nature Neuroscience 14:656–661  
Zeki S (1993) A Vision of the Brain. Oxford University Press. 
Zhang W, Luck SJ (2008) Discrete fixed-resolution representations in visual 
working memory. Nature 453:233–235  
Zhang W, Luck SJ (2009) Sudden death and gradual decay in visual working 
memory. Psychological Science 20:423–428  
Zokaei N, Gorgoraptis N, Bahrami B, Bays P, Husain M (2011) Visual working 
memory for motion sequences. Journal of Vision 11:1263–1263  
